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	Abstrakt	Denne	afhandling	undersøger,	hvordan	racisme,	etnisk	fordom	og	anti-immigrationism	påvirker	og	ændrer	den	semantiske	definition	af	begrebet	ghetto	i	den	danske	politiske	og	mediemæssige	diskurs,	og	efterfølgende	hvad	forgreninger	er	for	lokale	indbyggere	i	udpegede	 områder,	 og	 hvordan	 deres	 opfattelser	 påvirkes.	 Som	 det	 første	 vil	afhandlingen	diskutere	 etymologi	 af	 begrebet	 ghetto,	 og	 for	det	 andet	 vil	 den	 studere	samspillet	mellem	medierne	og	politik	under	lanceringen	af	den	såkaldt	ghetto	plan	fra	2010.	Kritisk	diskursanalyse	har	gjort	forsøg	på	at	redegøre	for	at	kvantificere	begrebet	ghetto,	og	de	efterfølgende	debatter	om	den	populære	danske	nyhedsdækning	over	en	længere	 periode.	 Et	 forsøg	 vil	 vise	 den	 overordnede	 logik	 af	 forholdet	mellem	 social	racisme	 og	 etnisk	 fordom	på	 den	 ene	 side	 og	 ghettoisering	 på	 den	 anden.	 Endelig	 vil	denne	 afhandling	 sætte	 fokus	 på	 lokale	 udtalelser	 fra	 de	 målrettede	 kvarterer	 med	hvilke	 henseender	 de	 selv	 har.	 Forskningen	 er	 baseret	 på	 en	 diskursanalyse	 af	dagbladet	Politiken,	og	interviews	med	de	lokale	indbyggere	i	Aldersrogade	(Nørrebro,	København),	hvilket	regeringen	har	udpeget	som	ghetto	område.	Resultaterne	viser	at	etniciteten	 i	 beskrivelsen	 af	 den	 danske	 regering	 foretaget	 populistisk	mediedækning	om	 emnet,	 som	 understregede	 etnicitet	 uforholdsmæssigt,	 og	 forbundet	 det	 til	kriminalitet	 og	 spørgsmål	 om	 sikkerhed.	 På	 denne	måde	 vil	 regeringen	 og	medierne	ændre	 semantisk	betydning	 af	 ordet	 ghetto,	 og	 efterhånden	 flytte	det	 til	 noget	der	 er	forbundet		med	etnicitet	og	indvandring.	Afhandlingen	vil	ligeledes	vise,	at	dette	havde	forgreninger	til	selvopfattelse	i	de	områder,	der	officielt	er	udpeget	som	ghettoer,	hvor	lokale	beboeres	opfattelse	af	deres	område	udelukkende	afhang	af	 tilstedeværelsen	af	ikke-etniske	danskere	og	 indvandrere.	Undersøgelsen	vil	 argumentere	og	konkludere,	ud	fra	en	Foucauldiansk	vinkel;	den	semantiske	fusion	af	etnicitet	og	ghettoer,	sker	ved	redaktionelle	 fordomme,	 som	er	 en	del	 af	 en	 bredere	 socio-dynamisk	bevægelse	med	formål	at	fjerne	uønskede	fra	dansk	utopi.					
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	Introduction	Denmark	has	always	had	a	strong	historical	association	with	tolerance	and	 liberalism,	and	was	amongst	others	one	of	the	first	countries	in	the	world	to	legalize	pornography,	as	well	as	see	the	creation	of	the	quasi-independent	micro-state	Christiania	in	the	heart	of	 Copenhagen.	 Throughout	 the	 decades	 following	 the	 1970´s	 however,	 a	 shift	 in	 the	political	spectrum	occurred	which	saw	the	country	move	from	the	 left	 to	a	nationalist	right	 (Hjarnø,	 1991).	 After	 the	 far	 right	 Dansk	 Folkeparti	 gained	 immense	 popularity,	rules	and	regulations	regarding	immigration	were	revised	and	tightened,	and	new	laws	were	introduced	to	curb	the	possibilities	for	immigration.	These	policies	had	the	more	generalizing	effect	of	the	normalization	of	racism	and	prejudice,	which	ran	through	all	levels	of	Danish	society	(Rasmussen,	2011).	According	to	Pløger	(2004),	 the	shift	 to	the	right	occurred	during	the	1990´s	as	a	result	of	the	rise	in	inadequate	social	housing,	the	formation	of	Ghettoes,	and	the	exclusion	of	ethnic	minorities.	The	policies	of	this	decade	were	 particularly	 obvious	 in	 a	 section	 of	 society	 the	 government	 would	 brand	 as	ghettoes.	With	the	collapse	of	the	stock	markets	in	the	new	millennium,	the	depth	and	scope	of	these	policies	would	increase,	leading	to	what	Rasmussen	called	the	most	racist	state	in	Western	Europe	(Rasmussen,	2011).	By	2010,	and	with	the	continued	contraction	of	the	economy,	pressure	was	mounting	on	the	 right	wing	 government	who	 had	 not	 dealt	with	 several	 topics	 during	 their	 reign.	This	pressure	was	all	the	more	serious	as	the	country	stood	just	one	year	away	from	the	next	 general	 elections	 (Rasmussen,2011).	 In	 response	 to	 their	 waning	 popularity,	 the	government	 put	 the	 ´ghetto´	 and	 ´ghettoization´	 on	 their	 agenda	 and	 launched	 the	 so	called	 ´ghetto	 strategy´.	This	was	 followed	by	 increased	media	attention	 for	 the	 topic,	which	communicated	the	government	strategies	to	the	general	public,	and	added	their	own	debates	to	the	topic.		Despite	 the	 majority	 win	 of	 the	 Social	 democrats	 in	 the	 following	 year,	 the	 ´ghetto	strategy´	 remained	on	 the	Government´s	agenda,	and	continued	 to	be	 implemented	 in	even	 stricter	 fashion.	 The	 increasingly	 draconian	 trend	 and	 tone	 of	 the	 debates	 was	equally	reflected	in	media	outlets	which	continued	to	communicate,	and	by	now	shape	the	public	understanding	of	the	topic.		
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Within	this	strategy	the	definition	of	ghetto	was	based	on	a	combination	of	three	points,	which	 determined	 whether	 or	 not	 an	 area	 was	 a	 ´ghetto´	 or	 not.	 More	 crucially,	 the	political	debate	introduced	ethnicity	as	a	key	element	of	ghettoization,	and	proposed	in	the	 2010	 ghetto	 report	 of	 the	Ministry	 of	 Integration,	 to	 demolish	 areas	 identified	 as	ghettoes,	 and	 to	apply	a	 stricter	 than	normal	policy	 towards	 its	 inhabitants	 (Social-	og	Integrationsministerierts,	 2010)	 A	 direct	 result	 of	 these	 policies	 were	 the	 increased	numbers	and	placement	of	security	cameras	in	selected	areas.			During	 this	 period,	 the	 increased	 attention	 of	 the	 Government	 on	 ´ghettoes´	 and	ethnicity	became	a	recurring	theme	of	the	popular	media,	who	focussed	their	attention	on	areas	based	on	ethnicity	with	often	stigmatizing	effects.	Both	governmental	policy	as	well	as	 the	popular	media	continued	to	communicate	 two	recurring	key	points	within	this	 wider	 debate:	 the	word	 ghetto	 and	 its	 description	 as	 something	 associated	with	ethnicity.	The	popular	media	as	well	as	government	policy	merged	ethnicity	and	ghetto	into	the	same	understanding,	implying	that	the	existence	of	ghettoes	was	dependant	on	ethnicity.	This	understanding	was	subsequently	communicated	to	the	wider	public	and	continued	to	shape	the	public	understanding	of	the	topic.	Previous	Research	The	main	 focus	of	 the	 thesis	 is	 on	 the	 communication	of	 political	 policy	 to	 the	public	with	respects	to	ghettoes	and	ghettoization,	and	its	effects.		As	such	two	themes,	that	of	media	 communication	 and	 that	 of	 ghettoes,	 will	 be	 addressed.	 Research	 on	 the	 topic	that	 specifically	 addresses	 theories	 from	 both	 areas	 is	 rare,	 and	 on	 occasion	 there	 is	only	a	hint	of	the	topic	of	communication	in	urban	planning,	and	vice	versa.		Firstly,	an	 interesting	2005	survey	of	 the	European	Monitoring	Centre	 for	Racism	and	Xenophobia	 (Harrisson,	 Law	 and	 Philipa).Focussed	 solely	 on	 exclusionary	 and	discriminatory	practices	within	the	housing	sector	within	each	of	the	EU	member	states.	It	equally	studied	anti-discrimination	policies	in	place	in	the	various	member	states	yet	was	in	essence	merely	a	collection	of	data.	From	an	urban	planning	point	of	view	the	term	ghetto	and	ghetto	formation	continues	to	 be	 discussed	 from	 a	 variety	 of	 angles,	 though	 all	 within	 the	 same	 theoretical	framework.	 In	 all	 however	 the	 term	 is	 described	 and	 perceived	 in	 a	 different	way	 in	Denmark	 than	 it	 is	 in	 other	 countries.	 Sociologists,	 urban	 planners	 and	 socio-
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geographers	generally	rely	on	the	theories	of	Lefebvre	 in	explaining	how	ghettoes	are	formed	 i.e.	 a	 triadic	 scheme	 of	 the	 production	 of	 space.	 Both	 Simonsen	 (2005)	 and	Mazanti	(2002)	argue	the	existence	of	a	basic	contradiction	between	planners	and	local	inhabitants.	Whether	 this	 is	 due	 to	 the	 lack	 of	 participatory	 space,	 as	 put	 forward	by	Simonsen,	 or	 the	 existence	 of	 a	 clear	 distinction	 between	 government	 –	 and	 policy	planners	on	the	one	hand,	and	inhabitants	on	the	other	as	argued	by	Mazanti,	both	cases	lead	to	urban	planning	as	a	top-down	communicative	process.	Similarly	Pløger	(2004)	sees	 the	 contradiction	 between	 rational	 planning	 and	 communicative	 planning	 as	 a	basic	problematic	in	urban	planning.	As	such	rational	planning	is	identified	as	planning	without	 democratic	 participation	 from	 local	 inhabitants	 as	 opposed	 to	 inclusive	planning,	 which	 depends	 on,	 and	 is	 guided	 by	 local	 input.	 Pløger	 mentions	 the	xenophobic	political	 landscape	as	a	problem	in	urban	planning,	and	sees	ghettoization	in	general	as	a	failure	of	local	democratically	based	participation.	The	 abovementioned	 writers	 tend	 to	 highlight	 the	 local	 inhabitants	 and	 the	 official	government	as	key	ingredients	of	change,	and	as	such	the	social	change	required	for	the	combat	 of	 ghettoization.	 However,	 there	 seems	 to	 be	 a	 lack	 of	 emphasis	 on	 the	communications	aspect	within	this	topic,	and	within	the	topic	of	ghetto	formation,	with	most	 scholars	 focussing	 instead	 on	 the	 prevailing	 theoretical	 frameworks	 that	 focus	solely	 on	 participation	 and	 government	 policy	 in	 urban	 planning.	 This	 hesitance	 to	break	free	of	the	existing	theories	results	in	at	best	a	critical	review	of	whether	a	certain	theory	 is	being	used	correctly	or	not,	but	never	 if	 the	 theory	 in	 itself	 is	 flawed.	Butler	(2012)	for	instance	has	ascribes	an	over	emphasis	in	Lefebvre´s	triadic	scheme	on	the	aspect	of	participation	as	a	main	shortcoming	in	explaining	ghetto	formation.		There	 are	 on	 the	 other	 hand	 some	 scholars	 who	 have	 tried	 to	 address	 wider	overarching	 issues	 in	 society	 when	 it	 comes	 to	 ghetto	 formation.	 Larsen	 (2007)	 for	instance	argues	that	the	production	of	space	by	local	inhabitants	is	eroded	by	capitalism	as	a	system,	and	not	any	government	as	such.	Wren	(2001)	equally	argues	that	the	issue	of	 housing	 is	 tied	 to	 wider	 forces	 at	 work	 in	 society	 which	 transcend	 governmental	institutions	 and	 policies.	 Wren	 bases	 her	 research	 on	 Racism	 in	 Denmark	 on	 a	Foucaldian	approach	and	argues	that	racism	as	a	phenomenon	is	the	root	problem	that	has	resulted	in	discriminatory	housing	quotas.	Her	focus	however	is	still	on	government	
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policy	 even	 though	 she	 identifies	 racism	 as	 an	 overarching	 problem	 in	 society	responsible	for	housing	problems.		All	the	aforementioned	urban	planning	scholars	continue	to	underplay	communication,	and	 theories	 of	 communication,	within	 their	 research.	Wren	 touches	 on	 one	 possible	theory	 that	 could	 provide	 a	 wider	 understanding	 of	 how	 communication	 between	politics,	media	and	the	public	affect	ghetto	formation.	She	does	not	however	follow	her	Foucauldian	logic	through	to	its	full	extent	which	implies	such	terms	and	topics	such	as	utopia,	heterotopia	and	biopolitic	to	the	discussion.	These	terms	as	expounded	upon	by	Foucault	 provide	 a	 deeper	 insight	 into	 the	 connection	 and	 communication	 between	racism,	 governmental	 policy,	 ghettoes	 and	 media,	 and	 how	 communication	 between	these	are	part	and	parcel	of	a	wider	dynamics	controlling	society.				Aims	And	Objectives		The	 research	 on	 ghettoes	 in	 Denmark	 tend	 to	 generally	 base	 their	 analysis	 on	 a	Lefebvrian	theoretical	base,	and	emphasize	participation,	active	actors	and	policy.	There	is	 firstly	a	 lack	of	research	which	 incorporate	communication	theory,	and	secondly	an	under-appreciation	 of	 wider	 phenomenon	 such	 as	 racism,	 classism	 and	 political	ideology	in	general,	and	how	their	communication	through	social	and	public	media	and	governance	 effect	 not	 only	 	 ghetto	 formation,	 but	 also	 the	 cognitive	understanding	of	the	 term	 ghetto.	Most	 conclusions	 indicate	 a	 lack	 of	 local	 participation,	 for	whatever	cause,	 as	 the	 main	 source	 of	 ghettoization,	 and	 tend	 to	 ignore	 how	 the	 dynamics	 of	communication	 between	 larger	 societal	 forces	 affect	 the	 understanding	 of	 the	 term	ghetto	 both	 at	 the	 national	 level	 as	 well	 as	 at	 the	 local	 level,	 and	 steer	 the	 political	discourse.		The	thesis	will	base	itself	on	communication	theory.	To	this	will	be	added	a	Foucauldian	approach	 and	 Foucauldian	 notions	 to	 argue	 ghettoization	 as	 a	 product	 of	 prevailing	norms	 and	 views	 with	 respects	 to	 the	 understanding	 of	 utopia	 and	 its	 attempted	creation.	According	to	Ewald	&	Fontana	(1978),	Foucault	provides	for	theoretical	links	between	governance	 and	 racism	 in	 a	 fundamental	way,	 and	 in	 turn	 connects	 these	 to	societal	 structures	 and	 dynamics	 at	 large.	 These	 theoretical	 links	 rely	 in	 their	relationship	on	communication.	In	other	words,	we	can	zoom	out	from	the	micro-level	to	the	macro-level	and	connect	actors	which	would	normally	be	considered	too	far	apart	
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by	 examining	 the	 communication	 and	 logics	 that	 connects	 these.	 It	 is	 hoped	 that	 the	synthesis	between	Foucault	and	communications	theory	can	add	a	wider	perspective	to	the	 more	 narrow	 Lefebvrian	 approach,	 and	 contribute	 in	 a	 meaningful	 way	 to	 the	existing	debate	on	Danish	urban	planning	policy,	ghettoes	and	racism.				 	Problem	Statement	And	Research	Questions(s)	 	This	paper	aims	to	introduce	a	communicational	aspect	and	a	Foucauldian	approach	to	debates	 on	 ghettoization	 and	 ethnicity.	 As	 such	 it	 will	 firstly	 focus	 on	 the	communication	of	political	policy,	and	racism	through	public	media	to	 the	public	with	respects	to	ghettoes	and	ghettoization.	In	other	words,	 it	will	try	and	identify	how	the	process	 of	 communication	 works	 between	 political	 debate,	 political	 policy,	 public	media,	public	media	debate,	public	understanding	and	local	understanding,	and	how	it	connects	 these.	 Central	 to	 this	 section	 will	 be	 Foucault´s	 notion	 of	 heterotopia	 and	utopia	 and	 communication	 theory.	 Secondly	 this	 thesis	 will	 focus	 on	 how	communication	within	this	debate	affect	the	semantic	understanding	of	the	term	ghetto	in	 general,	 and	 in	 particular	 how	 it	 alters	 the	 perception	 of	 the	 ghetto	 by	 local	inhabitants	of	areas	targeted	in	the	government´s	ghetto	list.	As	such	it	will	study	how	communication	 of	 the	 semantics	 of	 the	 term	 ghetto	 changes	 in	 political	 and	 media	discourse	 as	 a	 result	 of	 ethnic	 bias,	 racism	 and	 anti-immigrationism,	 and	 how	 this	 in	turn	effects	the	normative	understanding	of	the	term	ghetto	for	both	local	inhabitants	as	well	 as	 political	 actors.	 Within	 this	 a	 focus	 will	 be	 on	 communication	 theory	 and	Foucault´s	understanding	of	biopolitic	and	heterotopia	of	deviation,	and	how	the	wider	force	 of	 racism	 communicates	 itself	 through	 society	 and	 its	 institutions	 to	 eliminate	those	considered	outside	a	perceived	utopia.			The	 paper	 will	 start	 out	 by	 an	 analysis	 of	 the	 Danish	 ghetto	 strategy,	 the	 ghetto	classification	system,	and	the	proposed	policy	of	demolition	as	opposed	to	refurbishing.	An	important	part	of	the	analysis	involves	scrutinizing	the	lead	up	to	the	formulation	of	the	 ghetto	 problem	 by	 the	 government	 in	 2010,	 the	 various	 neighbourhoods	 on	 the	government´s	ghetto	list,	and	how	this	list	changed	up	to	2015.	To	these	will	be	added	government	 documentation,	 interviews	 at	 the	 local	 site	 with	 inhabitants,	 and	 a	discourse	analysis	of	mass	media	coverage,	particularly	in	the	newspapers	Politiken.			
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Theoretical	Framework	&Research	Methodology	The	 focus	 of	 this	 thesis	 deals	 essentially	 with	 norms	 of	 society,	 how	 these	 are	communicated	throughout	society	at	large	and	why.	Norms	are	by	definition	inherently	instable	 as	 they	 can	 vary	widely	 from	 culture	 to	 culture,	 from	 society	 to	 society,	 and	from	strata	 to	 strata	within	a	 society.	 In	 addition	 to	 this	norms	are	 subject	 to	 change	over	 time.	 If	 we	 take	 for	 example	 someone	 who	 does	 manual	 labour,	 this	 can	 be	considered	 a	 very	 positive	 attribute	 in	 a	 farming	 community,	 and	 at	 the	 same	 time	looked	 down	 upon	 in	 a	 financial	 district	 of	 a	 city	 despite	 the	 fact	 that	 they	 may	 be	located	within	the	same	culture	and	region,	and	despite	the	fact	that	they	could	even	be	located	in	close	proximity	to	each	other.	Moreover,	the	overall	attitude	towards	manual	labour	 has	 changed	 over	 the	 past	 thousand	 years.	 For	 instance	 when	 Europe	 was	devastated	by	the	plague	about	a	thousand	years	ago,	the	shortage	of	labourers	elevated	their	value	and	thus	position,	and	where	once	 labour	was	demanded	as	being	bonded	and	free,	now	wages	were	being	asked.	These	changes	include	the	development	of	the	Communist	ideology	of	the	last	150	years,	and	its	focus	and	adoration	of	the	worker,	as	well	as	the	increase	of	women	in	the	heavy	industries	due	to	the	shortage	of	men	during	and	after	both	World	Wars.		As	 indicated	 above,	 societal	 norms	 are	 highly	 interpretational	 and	 in	 constant	 flux.	Methodologically	 speaking	 interpretational	 studies	 are	 best	 approached	 through	qualitative	 research	 which	 accounts	 for	 this	 flux.	 This	 structuralist	 approach	 is	 not	without	 its	 challenges	 as	 it	 requires	 gathering	 a	 lot	 of	 data	 and	 interpreting	 these	 by	deductive	 reasoning.	 This	 research	 will	 base	 itself	 on	 data	 and	 interpret	 these	 by	deductive	reasoning,	and	as	such	will	move	to	an	argument.		The	function	of	language	and	discourse,	and	especially	how	and	why	these	operate	and	change	is	an	essential	understanding	of	this	thesis.	According	to	Jorgensen	and	Phillips	(Jorgensen	 and	 Phillips,	 2002,	 Discourse	 Analysis	 as	 Theory	 and	 Method,	 Sage	 Publications,	London,	pp.	24-28)	Discourses	can	and	inevitably	do	change	over	time	because	their	key	component,	language,	is	unstable	and	in	constant	change	itself.	In	a	similar	vein,	Laclau	and	Mouffe	argue	that	understandings	of	any	given	topic	from	a	normative	point	of	view	constantly	 change	 and	 have	 a	 fluctuating	 and	 dynamic	 nature	 (Jorgensen	 and	 Phillips,	2002,	Discourse	Analysis	as	Theory	and	Method,	Sage	Publications,	London,	pp.	24-28)	Because	
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of	 the	 constantly	 changing	 aspect	 of	 language,	 and	 thus	 discourse,	 which	 in	 effect	implies	 the	 change	 of	 the	 semantics	 and	 meanings	 of	 words	 and	 topics,	 the	identification	of	what	a	norm	of	a	given	society	and	a	given	time	might	be	has	to	take	into	account	its	change	over	time	and	societal	space.	During	the	research	this	thesis	has	employed	 two	 methodologies,	 which	 are	 both	 structuralist,	 to	 understand	 the	 how	norms	in	society	are	formed	and	how	these	change	from	a	semantic	point	of	view	over	time.	Firstly	qualitative	interviews	will	be	conducted	to	understand	the	prevailing	norm	in	targeted	areas.	This	data	will	help	form	a	picture	of	the	norm	on	a	given	topic,	in	our	case	ghettoization	and	ethnicity.	Secondly	this	thesis	will	conduct	a	discourse	analysis	of	the	chosen	 topic	over	a	span	of	several	years.	This	will	enable	us	 to	 form	a	picture	of	how	 and	 when	 a	 certain	 norm	 and	 topic	 changed,	 and	 how	 the	 semantics	 and	 the	content	 of	 certain	 meanings	 and	 words,	 and	 as	 such	 wider	 topics	 and	 discourses,	changed	with	respects	 to	 the	 timeframe	of	 the	analysis.	Finally,	 the	discourse	analysis	can	enable	us	to	explain	deeper	lying	issues	such	as	why	norms	change,	especially	with	respects	to	our	topic	of	ethnicity,	media	and	ghettoes.			Media	Topics	And	Power		There	has	been	ample	research	on	language	and	discourse	which	directly	relates	to	its	function,	 dynamics	 and	 use	 in	 popular	 media.	 McCombs	 and	 Shaw	 convincingly	demonstrated	the	ability	of	news	media	to	influence	the	agenda,	and	as	such	dictate	the	focus	 of	 the	masses	 and	 the	 public	 agenda.	 According	 to	McCombs	 and	Reynolds,	 the	Agenda-setting	 theory	 refers	 to	 ´the	 ability	 to	 influence	 the	 salience	 of	 topics	 on	 the	public	 agenda	 (McCombs,	 M;	 Reynolds,	 A	 (2002).	 “News	 influence	 on	 our	 pictures	 of	 the	world”.	Media	 effects:	 Advances	 in	 theory	 and	 research)	 This	model	 of	 understanding	 the	dynamics	and	functionality	of	the	media	was	equally	the	focus	of	Herman	and	Chomsky,	who	identified	in	their	Propaganda	Model	certain	filters	which	controlled	and	directed	the	topics	and	coverage	of	the	media.	Both	directly	link	public	media	to	political	agenda,	and	 in	 the	 case	 of	 the	 Propaganda	 Model	 these	 are	 in	 turn	 directly	 associated	 with	structures	of	concentrated	financial	power.		Finally,	 there	 is	 what	 one	 could	 call	 an	 even	 wider	 level	 of	 interpretation	 in	 which	power,	 policy,	 and	 society,	 and	 thus	 all	 its	 constituent	 elements	 such	 as	 politics	 and	media,	 are	 linked	 in	 a	 rather	 overarching,	 metaphysical	 theory	 such	 as	 those	 put	
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forward	by	Michel	Foucault.	His	 theories	not	only	understand	 the	changing	aspects	of	norm,	 and	not	 only	 accepts	 these	 as	 directed	 through	 the	media	 for	 specific	 financial	reasons,	but	additionally	fits	these	dynamic	societal	forces	to	greater	dynamics	of	power	which	 operate	 through	 all	 channels	 in	 society,	 including	 humans,	 from	 science	 to	historiography,	and	from	ritual	to	behaviour.			Discourse	Analysis	Abraham	and	Harpham	have	described	discourse	analysis	as	the	study	of	how	language	is	 used	 in	 a	 ´running	 discourse´	 and	which	 continues	 over	 a	 number	 of	 sentences.	 In	addition	to	this	they	argue	that	language	involves	the	interaction	of	a	speaker	or	writer,	and	 an	 auditor	 or	 reader,	 who	 are	 in	 a	 specific	 ´situational´	 context	 and	 bound	 by	 a	certain	 ´framework	 of	 social	 and	 cultural	 conventions´	 (Abraham	 &	 Harpman,	 2005,	 A	glossary	 of	 Terms,	 10th	 Ed,	 Cengage	 Learning)	 The	 Danish	 government´s	 proposed	 plans	with	respect	to	ghettos	and	the	combat	of	ghetto	formation,	as	well	as	their	emphasis	on	ethnicity	within	the	same	topic,	received	a	fair	amount	of	attention	and	scrutiny	by	the	public	media	 in	 general,	 and	 the	more	popular	 newspapers	 and	 commonly	 circulated	gossip	papers	who	gave	the	topic	full	coverage	and	over	a	fairly	long	span	of	time.		The	availability	of	 this	data,	 and	 the	 timespan	covered	by	 the	data	 i.e.	 the	newspaper	coverage	 over	 several	 years,	 makes	 discourse	 analysis	 a	 logical	 methodology	 when	dealing	with	the	question	of	the	semantic	meaning	of	ghetto	in	its	broadest	and	widest	possible	sense,	and	the	question	and	problem	of	tracking	how	its	semantics	has	changed	over	 time,	 whether	 several	 years	 over	 even	 centuries.	 In	 effect	 this	 methodological	approach	 allows	 us	 to	 identify	 when	 slight	 semantic	 shifts	 occur,	 how	 they	 occur,	 in	what	way	 they	change,	and	how	they	 influence	or	affect	 the	normative	understanding	and	perception	of	the	term	ghetto,	and	the	phenomenon	of	ghettoization.		The	method	 and	 approach	 of	 discourse	 analysis	 equally	makes	 it	 possible	 to	 identify	how	 various	 discourses	 and	 fragments	 of	 discourses	 are	 used	 and	 communicated	throughout	society,	as	well	as	how	slight	and	subtle	changes	are	constructed,	whether	purposefully	 or	 at	 a	 sub-cognitive	 level,	 with	 the	 aim	 of	 dictating,	 directing	 and	redefining	the	truthfulness	or	falseness	of	a	given	norm.	 	Phillips	and	Jorgensen	argue	that	discourse	analysis	entails	studying	and	identifying	the	process	or	processes	of	the	creation	of	these	semantic	constructs.			
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Foucauldian	Discourse	Analysis	It	is	fairly	straightforward	to	understand	the	correlation	between	the	way	a	discourse	is	played	out	when	analysed	from	the	point	of	view	of	Herman	&	Chomsky,	and	McCombs	and	 Reynolds.	 Their	 theories	 and	 studies	 were	 directly	 related	 to	 media	 and	 its	interaction	 and	 effects	with	 the	public,	 and	 its	 correlation	 to	 the	political	 i.e.	 political	and	public	policy.	Foucault	however	is	much	harder	to	link	to	discourse	analysis,	as	his	primary	focus	is	not	on	media	and	politics	alone,	but	on	the	almost	infinitely	vaster	field	of	 society	 as	 a	 whole.	 The	 subsequent	 section	 as	 well	 as	 the	 section	 on	 Foucault´s	notions	and	theories	will	therefore	be	much	more	elaborate	in	nature.						 	According	to	Wodak	and	Meyer,	Michel	Foucault´s	theories	on	power	and	the	dynamics,	effects	 and	purpose	of	power,	 tend	 to	be	 the	most	widely	used	elements	of	 the	many	theoretical	 approaches	within	discourse	 analysis,	 and	more	 than	often	 form	 the	basis	and	red	line	throughout	most	of	them	(Wodak	&	Meyer,	2001,	Methods	of	Critical	Discourse	Analysis,	 London,	 Sage).	 The	 more	 relevant	 of	 Foucault´s	 theories	 include	 his	understanding	of	the	nature	of	any	given	discourse.	As	such	Foucault	argued	that	even	such	a	thing	as	a	discourse	is	something	that	is	merely	a	representation	of	reality	which	is	culturally	constructed,	and	not	a	copy.	Foucault	equally	argues	that	discourses	have	an	 epistemological	 aspect	 to	 them.	 In	 other	 words	 discourse	 creates	 and	 produces	knowledge,	and	in	extension	of	this	it	creates	categories	of	knowledge	and	entire	texts.	These	also	 impact	and	determine	 the	possibility	of	discussion	 for	any	 topic	as	well	as	the	depth	of	this	discussion.	In	short	discourse	produces	knowledge	and	a	certain	scope	and	 depth	 of	 this	 knowledge.	 As	 such	 Foucault	 connects	 power	 and	 knowledge	intimately	 in	 a	 relationship	 whereby	 one	 produces	 the	 other	 in	 an	 almost	 tandem	manner.	 Burchell,	 Gorden	 and	 Miller	 posited	 the	 assumption	 that	 the	 Foucauldian	theory	of	the	correlation	between	power	and	knowledge	logically	implied	that	any	given	discourse	thus	dictates,	or	more	precisely	 frames	what	one	is	possible	to	be	and	what	one	can	possibly	do	(Burchell,	B,	Gordon,	C,	Miller,	P,	1991,	M	Foucault,	‘Politics	and	The	Study	of	Discourse’	in	The	Foucault	Effect:	Studies	in	Governmentality	UCL	Press,	Loondon,pp.	53-72).	It	 can	be	deduced	 from	 the	 abovementioned	premise	 that	 firstly	political	 agency,	 and	the	exercise	of	political	agency,	i.e.	doing	politics,	is	submerged	in,	and	intertwined	with	structures	 of	 power.	 Secondly,	 these	 structures	 of	 power,	 or	 as	 Foucault	 calls	 them	regimes	of	power,	are	linked	in	an	intricate	way	to	knowledge,	or	more	precisely	there	
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is	a	correlation	between	political	action	or	agency,	power	structures	and	the	production	of	 knowledge.	 These	 regimes	 or	 structures	 of	 power	 and	 their	 connections	 in	 the	epistemological	 sense	 to	 structures	 of	 knowledge	 can	 be	 traced	 and	 identified.	 In	extension	 to	 this	 one	 can	 arguably	 say	 that	 it	 is	 possible	 to	 identify	 the	 various	constructs	and	processes	which	determine	 the	norm,	or	normative	notions	relating	 to	statements	 of	 truth	 and	 false	 (Jorgensen	 and	 Phillips,	 2002).	 In	 other	words,	 and	much	more	 to	 the	point	of	 this	 study,	 the	 survey	of	 the	newspaper	 coverage	over	 the	years	makes	it	possible	for	a	discourse	analysis	which	can	answer	some	of	the	basic	questions	central	 to	 this	 thesis.	To	start	with	 the	basic	outline	question,	we	can	 identify	what	 is	represented	as	truthful,	or	what	is	the	prevailing	norm	of	Danish	society	at	the	start	of	the	governmental	Ghetto	strategy	with	respects	 to	ghettoes	and	ghetto	 formation.	We	can	 answer	 how	 this	 truth	 or	 norm	 is	 constructed,	 or	 what	 constitutes	 its	 parts.	Furthermore	we	can	identify	the	evidence	this	constructed	norm	and	truth	is	based	on,	and	 more	 importantly	 what	 might	 have	 been	 included	 or	 what	 might	 have	 been	excluded	 or	 left	 out.	 These	 answers	 equally	make	 it	 possible	 to	 show	what	 or	which	parts	 of	 the	 truth	 or	 norm	have	 been	 highlighted	 or	 emphasized,	 and	which	 sections	have	been	pushed	to	the	back.	An	important	part	of	this	analysis	is	the	identification	of	what	is	perceived	as	a	problem	and	what	is	not	viewed	as	problematic,	and	in	extension	to	this	what	possible	other	problem	definitions	or	what	other	possible	explanations	or	meanings	are	ignored.	In	other	words	what	elements	of	a	problematic	are	separated	or	kept	apart,	and	what	are	connected	and	joined	together.			These	answers	make	it	possible	to	address	more	profound	theoretical	questions.	Firstly	it	can	 identify	what	 interests	could	be	said	to	be	served	with	the	semantic	shift	of	 the	ghetto	 and	 ghetto	 formation,	 and	 what	 interests	 could	 be	 said	 it	 does	 not	 serve.	Secondly	 it	 can	 answer	 the	 question	 of	 what	 identities,	 or	 what	 new	 identities	 are	formed.	 Thirdly	 it	 can	 identify	what	 practices	 or	 new	 practices	 this	 shift	 in	 semantic	meaning	 require,	 incur,	 or	 make	 possible.	 Finally	 it	 can	 help	 to	 answer	 the	 overall	question	of	what	is	disallowed	and	what	is	allowed	and	normalized	i.e.	what	new	way	of	thinking,	writing,	 talking	or	communicating	 is	deemed	acceptable	with	respects	 to	 the	ghetto	and	ghettoization.				
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Qualitative	Interviews	Silverman	argues	that	the	purpose	of	the	research	interview	addresses	the	question	of	individual	 views	 and	 experiences,	 and	 individual	 beliefs	 and	 motivations	 on	 specific	topics	 and	matters.	 In	 other	words	 interviews	 give	 the	 cognitive	 point	 of	 view	 of	 an	individual	 person	 when	 asked	 about	 certain	 topics,	 whether	 general	 in	 nature	 or	specific.	The	data	from	this	form	of	research	can	be	said	to	arguably	give	a	deeper	and	more	 profound	 understanding	 of	 an	 array	 of	 social	 phenomena	 including	 that	 of	´ethnicity´,	 racism	 and	 ghettos.	 As	 such	 it	 can	 provide	 insights	 into	 matters	 which	 a	purely	 quantitative	 methodology	 and	 approach	 (Silverman,	 D,	 (2002)	 Doing	 qualitative	research.	Sage	Publications,	London)	Such	as	the	more	sociological	emphasis	on	statistical	analyses,	will	fail	to	address.					Silverman	identifies	three	separate	fundamental	types	of	interviews	which	he	terms	as	structured	 interviews,	 unstructured	 or	 non-directive	 interviews	 and	 semi-structured	interviews.	Whereas	the	structured	interview	entails	precise	questions	with	little	or	no	room	for	deviation,	the	unstructured	or	non-directive	interview	is	the	opposite	in	which	questions	are	vague,	unfocussed	and	leave	a	lot	of	room	on	the	part	of	the	interviewed	to	answer	or	 lead	the	general	direction	of	 the	topic.	The	final	 interview	type,	 that	of	a	semi-structured	interview,	maintains	a	certain	topic	although	allows	for	more	space	for	the	interviewed	to	guide	the	specific	elements	of	the	topic.	In	other	words	the	interview	question	 is	 less	 specific,	 and	 there	 is	more	 leeway	 on	 the	 part	 of	 the	 interviewed	 to	answer	a	bit	more	widely	and	with	more	breadth	on	the	question	or	topic.			This	form	of	interviewing	technique	will	give	room	for	the	respondent	to	elaborate	and	expand	with	wider	and	broader	opinions,	attitudes	and	arguments,	and	allow	them	to	ask	the	interviewer	questions	relating	to	the	topic,	or	any	other	questions.	Moreover,	on	the	side	of	the	interviewer	it	will	allow	for	a	quicker	adjustment	to	any	interesting	turns	or	 unexpected	 surprising	 answers	 during	 the	 interview.	 It	 equally	 provides	 the	opportunity	and	space	on	the	part	of	the	interviewer	to	follow	up	with	new	questions	to	these	unexpected	 replies	 (Mays,	N,	 (eds)	 (1999)	Qualitative	 research	 in	health	 care.	2nd	Ed,	BMJ	Books,	London,	pp,	11-19).		A	 semi	 structural	 interview	 approach	 equally	 has	 another	 advantage	 over	 the	structured	approach	method.	According	to	Kvale	the	semi	structural	approach	gives	the	
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interviewer	the	possibility	to	comprehend	and	understand	the	real	life	surroundings	of	the	respondent,	and	as	such	the	possibility	to	put	the	answers,	responses	and	reactions	in	 a	wider	 context	 and	 framework,	 or	what	 Kvale	 terms	 ´livsverden´	 (Kvale,	 S.	 (1997)	Interview,	 en	 Introduktion	 til	 det	 kvalitative	 forskningsinterview.	 1	 Ed	 (15),	 Hans	 Reitzels	forlag,	København,	1997,	pp.	19).	This	advantage	has	a	knock	on	effect	in	the	interview	and	is	beneficial	to	the	entire	research	as	a	whole	as	it	gives	room	for	the	accommodation	of	aspects	 of	 the	 topic	 previously	 unknown	 to	 the	 interviewer.	 In	 other	words	 the	 semi	structured	 interview	 approach	 allows	 the	 interviewer	 to	 discover	 unknown	 aspects	which	the	respondent	might	find	important	or	relevant,	and	as	such	add	to	the	research	(Gill,	P,	Stewart,	K,	Treasure,	E,	&	Chadwick,	B.	(2008)	British	Dental	Journal	pp.	204,291-295).	The	 semi	 structured	 interview	method	 in	 itself	 requires	 firstly	 a	 rigid	 approach	with	respects	to	the	persons	selected	for	interview.	According	to	Kvale	this	implies	a	careful	and	thoughtful	selection	of	the	target	group	which	has	to	be	interviewed	(Kvale,	1997,	pp.	94-96)	It	equally	implies	the	opposite	approach	with	respects	to	the	interview	questions.	These	have	 to	be	generally	much	 less	 specified	and	much	more	open	 to	 the	ability	 to	include	what	Bryman	calls	 a	wider	 range	of	 instances	 (Bryman	2012,	Bryman,	A.	 (2012)	Social	Research	Methods.	4th	Ed.	Oxford	Universitity	Press,	New	York	p.212)	 In	other	words,	the	 persons	 selected	 for	 the	 interview	 should	 be	 purposefully	 chosen	 to	 fit	 a	 certain	profile,	in	this	case	being	local	inhabitants	of	areas	on	the	Danish	government´s	ghetto	list,	and	should	be	asked	very	general	and	open	questions	on	the	topic	so	as	to	allow	the	respondent	 latitude	 to	shape	 to	a	certain	extent	 the	direction	of	 the	 interview,	and	as	such	the	follow	up	questions.				The	interview	itself	will	consist	of	three	questions	which	will	be	carefully	selected	and	put	in	a	specific	order.	As	mentioned	above	they	will	allow	the	respondent	the	freedom	to	 steer	 the	 interview	 towards	 a	 direction	 they	 feel	 is	 relevant	 to	 the	 topic.	 The	questions	are	constructed	in	a	way	that	makes	it	possible	for	them	to	be	interpreted	in	a	Foucauldian	 way.	 This	 equally	 implies	 that	 the	 answers	 and	 responses	 of	 the	respondents	 can	 be	 analysed	 from	 a	 Foucauldian	 point	 of	 view.	 The	 main	 aim	 is	 to	identify	 the	 normative	 mind	 set	 of	 the	 local	 inhabitants	 of	 designated	 ghettoes	 with	respects	 to	 ethnicity	 and	 ghetto	 formation,	 as	 well	 as	 to	 understand	 what	 has	 been	normalized	or	 internalized	as	part	of	 their	 internal	cognitive	make	up,	or	part	of	 their	patterns	of	thought.	 	
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The	first	question	relates	to	the	cognitive	impression	of	the	respondent	with	respects	to	their	neighbourhood.	It	is	simple	enough	to	be	well	understood	and	short	and	shallow	enough	for	a	wide	range	of	responses	and	reflections	on	the	topic.	It	relates	to	whether	the	respondent,	who	was	chosen	 to	be	a	 local	 inhabitant,	 felt	 that	 they,	she	or	he,	her	family	 etc.	 were	 living	 in	 a	 ghetto.	 This	 question,	 and	 as	 such	 the	 response	 by	 the	respondent,	 is	 crucial	 in	 identifying	 both	 the	 cognitive	 mind	 set	 and	 the	 normative	understanding	 in	general	on	 the	 topic	of	ethnicity,	 ghettoes	and	ghetto	 formation.	 	As	predicted	by	 the	 semi	 structured	 interview	approach,	 it	 is	 expected	 to	 facilitate	 extra	room	for	wider	explanations	on	the	part	of	the	respondents	on	why	they	think	they	do	or	do	not	live	in	a	ghetto.	In	some	cases	the	respondents	might	simply	ask	what	a	ghetto	implies.	 In	 this	 case	 we	 will	 give	 the	 description	 of	 the	 Government´s	 three	 point	description	of	ghetto.	Both	the	case	of	the	respondent´s	answer,	as	well	as	in	the	case	of	their	 question	 on	 what	 a	 ghetto	 implies,	 will	 provide	 an	 important	 insight	 of	 the	semantic	understanding	of	the	term	ghetto	by	the	local	inhabitants.		The	 second	 question	 will	 deal	 with	 the	 responses	 and	 policies	 of	 the	 government´s	ghetto	 strategy.	 As	 such	 it	 will	 primarily	 focus	 on	 the	 proposed	 increase	 of	 camera	surveillance	in	the	designated	neighbourhoods	as	well	as	increased	police	surveillance.	The	 question	 will	 relate	 to	 whether	 or	 not	 the	 inhabitants	 feel	 the	 measures	 are	necessary,	whether	 or	 not	 they	 feel	more	 safe,	 or	 less	 safe	 and	 if	 so	 from	what.	 In	 a	similar	 fashion	 to	 the	 first	 question	 the	 respondents	 will	 be	 given	 ample	 leeway	 to	explain	 in	 depth	 any	 aspect	 of	 the	 question	 they	 feel	 is	 relevant	 to	 the	 topic,	 on	 to	address	any	aspect	the	respondents	feel	is	missing	from	the	question.	The	point	of	the	question	is	to	get	a	clearer	picture	of	the	view	of	the	local	inhabitants	when	it	comes	to	firstly	 the	 governmental	 policies	 as	 laid	 down	 in	 the	 ghetto	 plan,	 and	 secondly	 their	effectiveness	both	at	a	general	level	and	at	a	personal	level	for	the	respondents.	The	 third	 and	 final	 question	will	 act	 as	 an	 indicator	 to	 the	 depth	 and	 severity	 of	 the	problems	perceived	by	the	local	inhabitants	with	respects	to	the	first	two	questions	i.e.	whether	or	not	they	feel	they	live	in	a	ghetto	and	whether	or	not	they	feel	safe.	As	such	the	local	inhabitants	will	be	asked	whether	or	not	they	would	prefer	to	move	away	from	the	neighbourhood	to	a	new	area	if	they	were	given	the	opportunity	to	do	so,	and	if	so	why.	This	question	will	indicate	the	level	at	which	the	local	inhabitants	feel	trapped,	and	
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relates	directly	to	the	aspect	of	personal	safety	and	well-being	of	the	respondents	in	the	area	they	live.					As	indicated	earlier	the	method	of	a	semi	structured	interview	approach	will	allow	for	the	respondents	to	alter	the	direction	of	the	interview	if	they	feel	it	is	of	relevance	to	the	topic	or	 to	 their	own	situation.	These	 follow	up	questions	 cannot	be	predicted	at	 this	point	yet	will	appear	 in	 the	 transcripts	of	 the	 interviews	with	 the	respondents	 if	 they	occur.		The	 target	 group	will	 be	 further	 divided	 according	 to	 the	 geographical	 lay	 out	 of	 the	neighbourhood,	which	in	the	case	of	Aldersrogade	consists	of	both	a	newly	built	gated	section	and	an	older	non-gated	or	open	section,	which	are	clearly	separated	by	a	street	which	runs	parallel	to	both	sections	between	them.	Additionally	the	target	group	will	be	divided	 into	 three	 age	 groups	 as	well	 as	 gender.	As	 such	 the	demographic	 separation	will	make	a	distinction	between	the	age	groups	of	15	-25	years	of	age,	26	–	40	years	of	age	and	finally	40	years	and	older.	Each	of	these	age	groups	will	be	further	sub	divided	along	lines	of	gender	i.e.	into	men	and	women.			The	interviews	will	be	recorded	and	written	at	the	same	time	so	that	an	immediate	and	preliminary	 analysis	 can	 take	 place,	 as	 well	 as	 a	more	 thorough	 study	 of	 the	 overall	results	of	the	interviews.	Especially	the	recordings	will	capture	very	important	aspects	of	 the	 interview	such	as	 the	 tone	of	 the	 respondents	as	well	 as	 sarcasm	or	emotional	responses.										
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Material	And	Case	 	The	general	study	of	ghettoes,	ghetto	formation	and	communication	deals	with	an	array	of	 general	 fields.	 These	 include	 such	 areas	 as	 economic	 aspects,	 urban	 aspects,	sociological	 aspects	 as	 well	 as	 political	 aspects,	 and	 last	 but	 not	 least	 aspects	 of	journalism	 and	 mass	 communication.	 	 This	 survey	 will	 focus	 mostly	 on	 the	communications	 and	 socio-political	 perspectives	 of	 the	 topic	 of	 ghetto,	 ethnicity	 and	ghetto	 formation,	 and	 leave	 out	 aspects	 that	 cover	 the	 economical	 and	 urban	 design	issues.	The	main	part	of	the	survey	will	focus	on	a	suburban	area	of	Aldersrogade.	The	neighbourhood	 will	 be	 surveyed	 by	 qualitative	 interviews.	 This	 interview	 will	 limit	itself	by	 focussing	on	the	 topic	at	hand.	As	such	the	survey	questions	 in	 the	 interview	will	be	limited	to	the	topics	of	ghetto	and	safety,	and	will	relate	to	the	local	inhabitant´s	personal	 cognitive	 experience	 of	 his	 or	 her	 local	 surroundings	 and	 area.	 The	methodology	of	research	is	orientated	towards	an	inductive	approach	in	which	the	data	will	form	the	qualitative	basis	for	the	arguments	and	conclusions.			Inductive	and	Qualitative	Approaches	 	Inductive	 reasoning	 methods	 address,	 according	 to	 Bryman,	 topics	 or	 surveys	 is	 a	generalising	process.	As	such	observations	and	data	gathered	from	the	survey	or	 field	research	are	used	to	generalize	laws,	typologies	and/	or	categories	on	the	topic	(Bryman,	2012,	 p.	 26)	 The	 general	 lack	 of	 theoretical	 base	 at	 the	 start	 of	 the	 research	 equally	means	that	observations	and	collected	data	will	be	larger	in	scope	than	compared	to	a	deductive	 or	 abductive	 survey	 (Bryman,	 2012,	 p.27)	 Unlike	 these	 last	 two	 theoretical	approaches	 i.e.	 deductive	 and	 abductive,	 inductive	 reasoning	 does	 not	 concern	 itself	with	absolute	and	solid	proof.	More	than	anything	else	inductive	approaches	rely	for	the	greatest	part	on	statistical	outcomes	and	probability.	As	such	it	follows	that	conclusions	based	on	the	observations	and	data	are	for	the	most	part	approximate	in	nature,	never	absolute,	and	always	statistically	based.	The	analysis	is	guided	by	the	theoretical	framework,	added	to	by	the	results	of	the	field	interviews.	One	of	 the	main	pillars	of	 the	 research	 is	 formed	by	 the	 interviews	which	will	be	conducted	on	the	sites	chosen	from	the	government´s	Ghetto	list.	The	interviews	themselves	 will	 be	 qualitative	 in	 nature	 as	 opposed	 to	 quantitative.	 This	 qualitative	aspect	will	make	 it	 possible	 to	 incorporate	 the	widest	 possible	 range	of	 perspectives,	
	 20	
something	necessary	for	the	complicated	topic	of	identity,	ghettoes,	ethnicity	and	ghetto	formation.	According	to	Olsen	the	method	of	analysing	interviews	in	an	inductive	way	is	an	appropriate	and	well	suited	manner	to	understand	and	investigate	not	only	the	role,	but	 equally	 the	 meaning	 of	 any	 given	 social	 phenomenon	 (Olsen,	 P.B.	 (2003)	Arbejdsteknikker.	 In	 Olsen,	 P.B.	 &Pedersen,	 K.	 (2003)	 Problemorienteret	 projektarbejde,	 3	Ed.Roskilde	Universitetsforlag,	Frederiksberg,	p.241)					Literature,	Documents	And	Reports	 	This	thesis	relies	to	a	great	extent	on	the	theories	of	Herman	&	Chomsky,	and	on	those	of	Michel	Foucault	in	its	analysis	of	the	observations	and	data,	and	to	a	lesser	extent	on	McComb	 &	 Shaw.	 Especially	 relevant	 to	 the	 conclusion	 are	 Foucault´s	 notion	 of	biopolitic,	 heterotopia	 and	dispositief,	 and	Herman	and	Chomsky´s	notion	of	 editorial	bias	based	on	 fear,	 and	 the	manufacture	of	 consent	 for	political	 ends.	The	survey	will	show	 a	 deeper	 understanding	 of	 the	 dynamics	 and	 nature	 of	 racism	with	 respects	 to	biopolitical	power,	heterotopic	 creations,	 and	how	editorial	bias	 in	 the	media	and	 the	dispositif	 in	 general	 intertwine	 with	 this.	 These	 concepts	 will	 equally	 be	 shown	 to	explain	 how	best	 to	 put	 the	Danish	 ghetto	 plan,	 as	well	 as	 the	 governmental	 policies	with	respects	 to	 the	plan,	 into	 its	proper	context	and	how	ethnic	bias	 ties	all	of	 these	together.		The	conclusions	based	on	Foucault´s	notions	will	form	the	foundation	for	explaining	the	trends,	 data	 and	 observations	 form	 the	 discourse	 analysis	 of	 the	 popular	 media,	 the	latter	of	which	will	be	explained	by	Herman	and	Chomsky´s	 theories	of	editorial	bias.	Foucault´s	 concepts	 will	 be	 based	 on	 his	 lectures	 in	 France	 which	 were	 respectively	published	under	the	titles	 ´Society	Must	Be	Defended´,	 ´Of	Other	Spaces,	Heterotopias:	Des	Espaces	Autres.	Hétértopies´,	and	´Security,	Territory,	Population:	Michel	Foucault´.		The	discourse	analysis	of	 the	popular	media	and	 the	governmental	policies	will	 show	how	 the	 different	 and	 sometimes	 contradicting	 aspects	 of	 the	 popular	media	 and	 the	governmental	policies	support	and	reinforce	one	another	in	reproducing	the	normative	
	 21	
understanding	 of	 ethnicity	 and	 ghettoes,	 and	 in	 extent	 of	 this	 the	 perceived	ghettoization	of	areas	and	neighbourhoods.			Data	and	reports	from	the	government,	as	well	as	research	and	other	official	data	have	been	collected	from	a	variety	of	official	governmental	sources.	These	include	Infomedia	which	is	a	general	database	for	media	publications	and	articles,	Danmarks	Statestik	or	the	 Danish	 Statistical	 Bureau,	 and	 Folketinget	 or	 Parliament.	 These	 official	 and	governmental	sources	will	allow	for	a	comparison	and	a	discussion	of	the	observations	each	with	 their	 own	 relevant	 documentation.	 It	 will	 equally	 put	 the	 relevance	 of	 the	official	and	governmental	documents	together	with	the	observations	and	data	collected	in	this	paper´s	field	survey	in	a	larger	theoretical	frame.			Besides	 Herman	 &	 Chomsky	 and	 Foucault,	 this	 paper	 will	 equally	 use	 research	 by	 a	variety	of	other	researchers	in	the	field,	such	as	Karen	Wren,	as	well	as	studies	by	the	European	Union,	who	have	equally	discussed	the	topic	of	ethnicity	and/	or	ghettoes	and	ghetto	formation	in	Denmark	in	their	studies.	To	these	primary	sources	some	secondary	sources	will	be	studied	such	as	follow-up	plans	and	secondary	initiatives	conducted	by	both	 the	municipality	 as	well	 as	 the	 government.	 In	 all	 these	 documents	will	make	 it	possible	 to	 observe	 any	 change	 in	 the	 semantic	 meaning	 of	 the	 term	 ghetto	 at	 the	national	and	public	 level,	which	combined	with	the	 interview	data	will	give	an	overall	picture	how	one	effects	the	other.		The	 observations	 and	 data	 will	 show	 that	 their	 correlation	 is	 best	 analysed	 and	explained	 from	 a	 Foucauldian	 perspective	 combined	 with	 Herman	 &	 Chomsky´s	theories.	The	patterns	reveal	a	connecting	line	between	ethnic	prejudice,	governmental	ghetto	strategy,	and	mass	media	communication,	which	work	in	tandem	and	cyclical	to	maintain	a	certain	form	of	power	in	creating	a	perceived	utopia.	The	analysis	of	the	data	and	 documents	 will	 in	 effect	 function	 as	 a	 point	 of	 comparison	 with	 Foucauldian	concepts	 and	 notions	 of	 those	 mentioned	 earlier	 i.e.	 heterotopia,	 biopolitics	 and	dispositief,	 and	 concepts	 based	 on	 Herman	 &	 Chomsky´s	 editorial	 bias	 and	 the	manufacture	 of	 consent.	 In	 other	 words,	 the	 gathered	 data	 as	 well	 as	 the	 proposed	theory	will	be	employed	to	probe	the	feasibility	or	possibility	of	making	a	hypothesis.	In	addition	to	this	the	thesis	will	try	to	provide	a	solution	on	how	the	proposed	conclusion	and	hypothesis	can	be	tested.		
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	Limitations	And	Ethical	Considerations	 	There	are	various	limitations	of	this	paper,	the	first	of	which	is	its	soul	focus	on	the	topic	of	 ethnic	bias	 and	 racism	within	 the	Danish	 ghetto	program	and	proposed	policies	 at	ghetto	reduction.	In	doing	so	this	thesis	somewhat	neglects	other	sizable	aspects	of	the	topic	 which	 equally	 either	 come	 out	 of	 the	 ghetto	 problematic,	 or	 impact	 it,	 or	 both	simultaneously.	Examples	of	these	include	income	gaps,	low	income,	deficient	schooling	facilities,	low	education	and	high	education	drop	outs,	as	well	as	higher	crime	rates	and	unemployment.	It	must	be	pointed	out	that	these	issues	unsurprisingly	equally	feature	in	the	governmental	ghetto	plan	and	its	policies.		Another	 limitation	 is	 the	absence	of	questions	 in	the	 interviews	with	 local	 inhabitants	with	respects	 to	specifically	politics,	political	 trends,	mass	media	and	media	coverage.	As	such	this	thesis	fails	to	take	into	account	the	personal	opinions	and	personal	feelings	regarding	the	current	state	of	affairs	within	politics,	the	focus	of	the	media	etc.	In	a	similar	fashion	the	paper	has	left	away	more	in-depth	data	on	a	range	of	topics	that	may	 have	 an	 additional	 impact	 on	 the	 outcome	 and	 theoretical	 conclusions	 such	 as	precise	demographic	composition	of	an	area,	as	well	as	technical	data	of	the	buildings	themselves	 in	 the	neighbourhoods	concerned.	These	 include	additional	census	data	of	the	different	age	groups	that	 live	 in	 the	various	designated	ghettoes,	 the	demographic	make-up	of	 the	area	such	as	numbers	of	 two	 income	households,	numbers	of	 families	with	one	or	more	children,	number	of	divorced	people	etc.	These	equally	include	the	age	of	the	buildings	of	the	surveyed	areas,	their	general	condition	as	well	as	their	design.		As	such	the	data	collected	for	survey	and	comparison	is	relatively	focussed,	concentrated	and	 small,	 and	 largely	 consists	 of	 the	 local	 interviews	 of	 the	 local	 inhabitants	 of	 the	chosen	areas.		In	effect	 the	order	and	type	of	 interview	questions	were	of	such	a	general	nature	that	would	 allow	 the	 respondent	 to	 reflect	 about	 the	 topic	 ghetto,	 ghetto	 formation	 and	public	 security.	 This	 also	 made	 it	 possible	 for	 the	 respondent	 to	 think	 about	 their	understanding	of	the	topic	and	express	the	extent	to	which	they	were	knowledgeable	on	the	topic	or	not,	or	even	aware	of	the	perceived	problems.	This	made	it	equally	possible	
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on	 the	 side	 of	 the	 researcher	 to	 understand	 how	 much	 the	 local	 inhabitants	 were	subjectively	 aware	 of	 the	 public	 media	 attention	 on	 the	 subject,	 or	 how	 far	 they	understood	 their	 neighbourhood	 had	 been	 designated	 as	 being	 a	 ghetto	 due	 to	governmental	 policy.	 It	 is	 the	 patterns	 that	 arose	 out	 of	 the	 observations	 of	 the	respondents	which	made	the	correlation	between	ethnicity,	 location	and	gender	clear.	In	 all,	 despite	 the	 obvious	 correlations,	 the	 limited	 scope	 of	 this	 thesis	 made	 it	 only	possible	 to	 go	 in-depth	 into	 the	 connection	 between	 political	 policy	 and	mass	media	communication	as	related	to	local	experience	of	inhabitants	of	designated	ghettoes.	Due	 to	 the	 time	and	 limited	 scope	of	 this	 thesis,	many	 comments	 and	additional	data	gathered	during	the	interview,	which	were	deemed	as	veering	too	far	from	the	purpose	of	 the	 research,	 could	 not	 be	 discussed	 any	 deeper.	 Such	 examples	 include	 local	residents	referring	to	neighbouring	areas	or	streets	as	the	source	of	local	problems	etc.			Last	but	not	least,	and	again	due	to	the	limited	scope	and	size	of	this	thesis,	a	more	in-depth	discourse	analysis	of	the	media	coverage	has	been	left	out.	In	addition	to	this	the	interval	 period	 between	 media	 coverage	 used	 for	 study	 has	 been	 purposefully	 kept	large	 extending	 over	 a	 number	 of	 years.	 In	 each	 case	 the	 general	 topic	 of	 ghetto	was	studied	 as	 it	 appeared	 in	 articles	 over	 a	 seventeen	 year	 period	 in	 a	 select	 number	 of	popular	newspapers.	This	had	both	positive	aspects	to	it	as	well	as	negative.	Firstly,	 it	was	beneficial	due	to	the	fact	that	changes	in	discourse	attitude	were	more	quickly	and	clearly	visible	i.e.	the	jump	between	months	quickly	resulted	in	a	time	span	that	covered	several	 cabinets,	 and	as	 such	 several	 government	 shifts	 in	policy.	This	 lack	of	 a	more	precise	 track	of	 time	on	 the	other	hand	equally	meant	 that	 the	 emerging	picture	was	rough,	 very	 general	 and	 crude,	making	 it	 not	 so	well	 suited	 for	 analysing	much	 finer	details	of	the	debate,	or	the	micro-fluctuations	that	occur	on	a	weekly	level.										
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Theoretical	Framework	Ghetto	and	Media	in	Relation	to	other	Discourses	Masse	media,	agenda	setting		The	results	of	this	thesis	relate	to	two	types	of	theories	which	each	respond	to	the	level	and	depth	of	analysis.	Due	to	 the	emphasis	on	one	side	on	the	media	discourse	 in	 the	Danish	 media,	 the	 theories	 of	 Herman	 and	 Chomsky	 on	 the	 one	 hand,	 and	 that	 of	McComb	 and	 Shaw	 on	 the	 other,	 bear	 directly	 on	 the	 topic.	 	 McCombs	 and	 Shaw´s	Agenda	 Setting	 Theory	 reflect	 two	 assumptions	 that	 underlie	 the	 dynamics	 and	workings	of	news	coverage	with	respects	to	topics.	Firstly	it	assumes	that	far	from	being	independent	or	neutral,	popular	media	and	press	change	 the	content	of	 topics.	Topics	are	as	such	filtered	and	reshaped,	and	are	far	from	a	reflection	of	reality.		Secondly	the	salience	 of	 topics,	 and	 their	 emphasis	 influence	 the	 public	 at	 a	 cognitive	 level	 with	respects	 to	 their	 perceived	 importance.	 In	 other	words,	 by	 focussing	on	 a	 few	or	 one	certain	 topic,	 public	 media	 and	 press	 can	 create	 the	 illusion	 that	 other	 topics	 are	irrelevant	or	less	important.		The	recurrence	of	the	ghetto	theme	coupled	with	the	topic	of	ethnicity	will	be	shown	to	have	operated	under	these	two	principles	for	most	of	the	popular	newspaper	outlets	and	news	and	media	coverage.	The	accessibility	to	the	topic	by	the	public	due	to	the	increase	in	frequency	and	focus	has	a	positive	feedback	effect	i.e.	 it	 becomes	 increasingly	 easier	 to	memorize	 the	 topic	 as	 it	 gets	 repeated	over	 and	again.	 This	 in	 turn	 creates	 the	 effect	 that	 it	 is	 cognitively	 perceived	 as	 important.	 As	such	 there	 is	 a	 correlation	 between	 frequency	 and	 focus	 of	 media	 topics	 and	 public	opinion,	 or	 in	 other	 words	 agenda-setting	 has	 a	 discernible	 impact	 on	 individual	opinion.	 (Noelle-Neumann,	 E	 (1977).	 “Turbulances	 in	 the	 climate	 of	 opinion:	Methodological	applications	 of	 the	 spiral	 of	 silence	 theory”.	 Public	 Opinion	 Quarterly	 4	 (2):	 143-158.)	 A	refinement	of	the	Agenda-setting	theory	by	Rogers	and	Dearing	identifies	three	types	of	agenda-setting:	 public-,	 media-	 and	 policy	 agenda-setting	 (Rogers,	 E;Dearing	 J	 (1998).	“Agenda-setting	research:Where	has	it	been,	where	is	 it	going?”.	Communication	Yearbook	11:	555-594)Although	 public	 agenda-setting	 is	 of	 somewhat	 importance,	 this	 thesis	 has	 a	particular	focus	on	policy	agenda-setting	and	media	agenda-setting.	The	policies	as	put	forward	 by	 the	 Danish	 government	 on	 studying,	 identifying	 and	 solving	 ghetto	formation	will	be	shown	to	have	been	officially	linked	to	ethnicity,	and	as	such	created	
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ethnic	bias.	 	 In	effect	 its	 subsequent	 coverage	by	 the	popular	media	and	press	 can	be	argued	 to	 have	 been	 not	 so	 much	 a	 case	 of	 media	 agenda-setting,	 but	 one	 of	 policy	agenda-setting.	In	other	words,	the	media	acted	merely	as	a	catalyst.		Agenda-Building	There	is	however	the	question	of	the	naivety	of	public	opinion,	and	the	extent	to	how	far	the	 masses	 actually	 agree	 with	 media	 coverage,	 or	 can	 be	 persuaded.	 	 Robert	 and	Dearing	have	convincingly	argued	for	a	separation	between	agenda-setting	and	agenda-building,	 the	 latter	of	which	 includes	a	 relationship	of	 reciprocity	between	media	and	public	 as	 they	 influence	 public	 policy.	 This	 thesis	 on	 the	 other	 hand	 deals	 with	 the	sudden	 turn	 of	 events	 which	 stemmed	 from	 the	 Danish	 Parliament	 shortly	 before	election	 time,	 and	 its	 subsequent	 representation	 in	 the	popular	media	 and	press.	The	smooth	 and	 immediate	 transition	 between	 policy	 makers	 and	 media	 would	 indicate	there	was	little	public	opinion	or	any	form	of	reciprocity	with	the	public	on	this	issue.	As	such	 agenda-building,	which	 is	 valid	 as	 a	 concept,	was	 argued	 to	be	 irrelevant	 in	 this	case,	and	was	as	such	not	considered	during	the	analysis	of	the	data.				Propaganda	Model	The	 seemingly	 lack	 of	 reciprocal	 communication	 with	 the	 public	 on	 the	 topic	 of	ghettoization	 and	 ethnicity	 points	 us	 to	 the	 direction	 of	 the	 Propaganda	 Model	 by	Herman	and	Chomsky.	This	theory	leaves	extremely	little	space	for	public	opinion	and	argues	 instead	 that	media	 topics	 are	heavily	 guided	and	determined	by	 conglomerate	corporations	with	a	sizable	 financial	 interest	and	 lobby	 in	both	 the	public	and	private	sector,	 as	 well	 as	 public	 policy.	 As	 such	 five	 filters	 have	 been	 identified	which	 effect	topic	coverage	and	choice:	ownership	of	 the	medium,	 funding	sources	of	 the	medium,	sourcing	limitations	for	the	medium,	flak	against	a	topic	by	financial	centres	and	lobby	groups,	 and	 finally	 fear	 ideology	 and	 Communism	 (Herman,	 Edwards;	 Chomsky,	Noam.Manufacturing	Consent.	New	York:	Pantheon	Books.)	Although	all	of	these	points	can	be	shown	to	apply	to	our	case,	it	is	especially	the	final	point	of	fear	ideology	which	bears	direct	 relevance	 to	 the	 topic	 of	 ethnicity	 and	 ghetto	 formation.	 The	 coupling	 by	 the	Government	of	ethnicity	to	the	problem	of	ghetto,	and	indeed	the	subsequent	creation	of	Ghettoes	with	their	new	definition,	will	be	shown	to	have	been	designed	on	the	basis	of	fear,	in	this	case	the	fear	of	Islam	and	its	association	with	immigration	and	ethnicity.	
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The	 almost	uniform	nature	of	media	 and	press	 coverage	 supporting	 and	emphasizing	the	position	of	the	government	and	its	policy	can	be	said	to	reflect	the	public	opinion	of	a	government	chosen	by	the	people,	and	indeed	wider	society	at	all	levels,	which	in	the	case	of	Denmark	is	a	curious	mix	of	nationalist	right	wing	views	and	left	wing	attitudes.	Both	 the	Agenda-setting	 theory	and	 the	Propaganda	Model	 as	 such	are	 too	narrow	 in	scope	 to	 explain	 the	 wider	 phenomenon	 which	 runs	 through	 public	 policy,	 media	coverage,	 political	 attitude,	 ethnicity,	 housing	 policy,	 ethnic	 bias,	 racism	 and	 fear	politics.	It	is	at	this	level	that	Foucault	enters	the	picture,	and	a	considerable	a	portion	of	this	 thesis	 addresses	 his	 theories	 as	 they	 draw	 together	 aspects	 and	 societal	 topics	otherwise	too	far	apart	for	the	previous	theories.		Foucault	The	 framework	 for	 the	 theories	with	 respects	 to	Foucault	will	 not	 extend	beyond	 the	terms	and	notions	relevant	to	the	study	i.e.	biopolitcs,	heterotopia	and	dispositief.	These	notions	however	are	fairly	complex	to	comprehend	for	the	novice,	as	Foucault	describes	these	 terms	 metaphorically	 and	 mostly	 with	 neologisms.	 Equally,	 and	 as	 mentioned	previously,	Foucault	is	not	directly	linked	to	media	and	politics	alone,	but	covers	a	vast	area.	It	 is	therefore	not	immediately	clear	how	to	logically	connect	Foucault´s	theories	to	 the	 role	 of	 the	media	 and	 its	 relation	 to	 political	 action,	 and	 as	 such	 to	Herman	&	Chomsky´s	 theories	 as	well	 as	 those	of	McComb	&	Shaw.	 It	 is	 for	 this	 reason	 that	 the	following	is	more	extensive	in	its	explanation	than	the	chapters	on	media	theories.	The	overall	intention	of	the	aforementioned	notions	is	to	understand	the	term	ghetto	within	the	context	of	ethnicity	and	mass	communication.	As	such	it	is	aimed	at	understanding	the	 effects	 of	 the	 term	 ghetto,	 the	 semantic	 changes	 it	 undergoes	 and	 the	 actors	involved.	 Foucault	 developed	 his	 theories	 with	 respects	 to	 the	 history	 of	 ideas	 by	studying	current	experiences	and	events	 that	affect	 the	current	episteme,	 the	 latter	of	which	 is	 similar	 to,	 yet	 not	 identical	 with,	 Thomas	 Khun´s	 notion	 of	 paradigm.	 Both	notions	assert	an	underlying	 force	which	controls	knowledge,	yet	Foucault´s	notion	of	episteme	 is	 regarded	as	a	 force	 that	drives	a	wider	 range	of	 societal	aspects	of	which	science	 and	 knowledge	 is	 just	 one.	 With	 respects	 to	 knowledge,	 true	 and	 false	statements,	discourses	etc.	Foucault	describes	the	episteme	as	followed:	´I	would	define	
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the	episteme	retrospectively	as	the	strategic	apparatus	which	permits	of	separating	out	from	among	all	the	statements	which	are	possible	those	that	will	be	acceptable	within,	I	won’t	say	a	scientific	theory,	but	a	field	of	scientificity,	and	which	it	is	possible	to	say	are	true	or	false.	The	episteme	is	the	‘apparatus’	which	makes	possible	the	separation,	not	of	 the	 true	 from	 the	 false,	 but	 of	 what	 may	 from	 what	 may	 not	 be	 characterised	 as	scientific.´	 (Foucault,	 Michel	 (1980),	 Power/Knowledge:	 Selected	 Interviews	 and	 other	Writings,	1972-1977,	New	York,	Pantheon	Books,	p.197.)	 In	 a	wider	 context	 Foucault	 sees	the	 connection	 between	 ideas	 from	 one	 era	 to	 the	 next	 as	 one	 determined	 by	 the	attention	 they	 receive	 i.e.	 it	 is	 the	 focus	 of	 attention	 which	 determines	 what	 topics	become	relevant	and	thus	widely	discussed.	As	such	he	argues	that	 instead	of	viewing	the	previous	era,	or	epoch,	as	completely	determining	what	the	next	era	will	 focus	on,	and	 as	 such	 what	 science,	 what	 literature,	 what	 topics,	 what	 discourse	 etc.,	 it	 is	 the	interests	and	focus	of	the	next	era	which	decides	to	an	important	part	what	these	will	be.	An	 important	part	of	Foucault´s	understanding	 is	 the	 fact	 that	he	deals	primarily	with	the	 topic	 of	 power.	 He	 has	 a	 particular	 interest	 in	 the	 manifestations	 of	 power	 and	describes	 this	 as	 a	 tool,	 or	 a	 technology	 to	 regulate	 society,	 though	 not	 persé	 in	 an	intentional	way	and	not	at	the	level	of	the	individual	actor,	or	as	Foucault	states:	‘Power	 is	 everywhere’	 and	 ‘comes	 from	 everywhere’	 so	 in	 this	 sense	 is	 neither	 an	agency	 nor	 a	 structure	 (Foucault,	 Michel	 (1998)	 The	 history	 of	 Sexuality:	 The	 Will	 to	knowledge,	London,	Penguin.	P.63)		 	Biopolitics,	Juridical	power,	Disciplinary	Power		This	 paper	 and	 research	 relies	 on	 Foucault´s	 notions	 which	 he	 developed	 during	 his	research	on	racism,	power	and	sexuality	in	society.	Out	of	this	research	he	evolved	the	notions	 heterotopia,	 juridical	 power,	 dispositief,	 episteme	 and	 biopolitics.	 These	concepts	however	have	had	a	much	wider	application	and	have	been	used	for	an	array	of	 topics	outside	of	Foucault´s	 initial	 focus.	 It	 is	 in	 this	 light	 that	 this	 thesis	will	apply	these	 notions	 to	 the	 topic	 of	 ghettoes	 and	 ethnicity,	 and	 relate	 them	 to	 theories	 of	communication	 i.e.	Agenda-setting	Theory	and	 the	Propaganda	Model.	 	 	To	start	with,	
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juridical	power	is	a	reference	to	power	by	Foucault	to	indicate	the	unchanging	aspect	of	power	as	always	constant	and	present,	regardless	of	politics	or	types	of	governance	e.g.	absolute	monarchy,	constitutional	monarch,	federal	republic,	democracy	etc.	As	such	he	viewed	 power	 as	 constant	 and	 unchanging,	 irrelevant	 of	 its	 use	 as	 either	 abusive	 or	positive	(Macey,	D.	(ed)	(2003)	Michel	Foucault:	“Society	Must	Be	Defended”	–	Lectures	At	The	College	De	France	1975-1976.	Ewald,	F.	&	Fontana,	A.	(ed)	(1997)	Society	Must	be	Defended.	1	Ed.	 New	 York:	 Picador,	 p.13.)	 In	 addition	 to	 this	 Foucault	 saw	 juridical	 power	 as	 both	destructive	 and	 constructive,	 and	 preferred	 to	 illustrate	 this	 as	 the	 ´power	 over	 life´.	According	 to	 Macey	 this	 implied	 that	 power	 not	 only	 meant	 something	 direct	 and	personal,	 such	 as	 the	 power	 of	 an	 absolute	 monarch	 to	 execute	 anyone,	 but	 equally	power	in	its	less	aggressive	and	more	illusive	form.	This	illusive	form	of	power	implies	whom	to	neglect	in	society	and	whom	to	benefit,	and	is	directly	relevant	to	the	control	of	a	population	(Macey,2003,	P.247-249)	Including	its	composition.	Such	examples	of	this	indirect	 form	 of	 power	 include	 ethnic	 segregation	with	 respects	 to	 benefits,	 housing,	employment,	 healthcare	 –	 and	 schooling	 opportunities	 etc.,	 and	 lead	 in	 the	 most	extreme	cases	to	genocide.			Two	 aspects	 that	 result	 from	 the	 ´power	 over	 life´	 are	 biopolitics	 and	 discipline.	Biopolitics	can	be	argued	to	imply	the	norms	of	a	society	at	any	given	point	in	time,	or	epoch	as	Foucault	puts	it.	Vivid	examples	of	these	include	norms	on	religion,	interracial/	inter-ethnic	 relationships,	 same	 sex	 marriages,	 abortion,	 euthanasia,	 drugs,	 dog	 or	snake	 as	 culinary	 dishes	 etc.	 These	 norms	 are	 enforced	 through	 discipline	 and	disciplinary	 actions	 such	 as	 legal	 actions,	 fines	 and	 incarceration,	 and	 in	 the	 most	extreme	case	capital	punishment.	The	two	aspects	of	biopolitics	and	discipline	work	in	tandem	 to	 include	 and	 exclude	 individuals	 (Macey,	 P.	 251-	 253)	 Or	 entire	 sections	 of	society	based	on	the	perception	of	the	prevailing	norms	of	the	time	in	question.	These	have	direct	bearing	on	such	matters	as	governance,	public	policies,	and	not	in	the	least	ghetto	formation.				
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Utopia	And	Heterotopia	According	 to	 Foucault´s	 understandings,	 utopias	 consist	 of	 sites	 which	 have	 no	 ´real	space´	and	as	spaces	are	 ´fundamentally	unreal´.	Utopias	however	express	 themselves	with	 respects	 to	 real	 spaces	 in	 society	 in	 a	 relationship	 of	 ´inverted	 analogy´	(Miskowiec,J,1984,	Architecture/Mouvement/Continuite	October,	 “Des	Escape	Autres”,	France,	p.	 3.)	 In	 other	words	we	 can	 see	 expressions	 of	 a	 utopia	 in	 real	 spaces	 of	 society	 but	must	understand	it	is	often	an	inverted	analogy	we	see.		These	spaces	can	be	varied	in	nature,	and	have	been	identified	by	Foucault	as	being	´other	spaces´,	or	what	he	terms	heterotopias.	Heterotopias	do	not	have	a	definitive	quality	of	purely	positive	and	good	such	as	utopias,	or	purely	bad	such	as	dystopia.			The	term	has	been	received	with	different	levels	of	criticism	and	appraisal.	Defert	sees	the	opaqueness	and	contradictory	nature	of	the	term	as	a	challenge	with	respects	to	its	interpretation	 (Defert,	 D.	 (1997)	 Foucault,	 Space	 and	 the	 Architects	 Hatje	 Catntz	Verlag),Kessal)	 In	a	similar	fashion	Dehaene	and	Cauter	have	commented	that	the	term	heterotopia	 causes	 confusion	 and	 continues	 to	 cause	 debates	 as	 to	 its	 meaning	 and	interpretation	(Dehaene	and	Cauter	(2008)	Heterotopia	and	the	City	Routledge,	New	York	and	London,	p.4,	and	go	on	to	state	that	the	sheer	scope	of	the	concept	might	give	it	a	sense	of	lack	 of	 clear	 definition,	 or	 clarity	 in	 general.	 Admittedly	 however	 Dehaene	 and	 De	Cauter	equally	have	noticed	the	popularity	of	the	use	of	the	term	heterotopia	especially	within	the	fields	of	urban	planning	as	well	as	architecture(Dehaene	and	Cauter,	2008,	p.4)	Where	they	continue	to	apply	the	notion	as	a	theoretical	base	for	concepts	of	space	and	function.			Besides	 Michel	 Foucault,	 various	 other	 academics	 and	 scholars	 have	 described	heterotopia	in	different	ways,	most	of	which	correlate	very	much	to	the	angle	and	point	of	view	with	which	the	term	has	been	approached.	According	to	Dehaene	and	De	Cauter	heterotopia	are	 	 “Aporetic	spaces	 that	reveal	or	represent	something	about	society….”		(Dehaene	 and	De	 Cauter,	 2008,	 p.25),	 and	 view	 them	 as	 spaces	 that	 	 “…incorporate	 and	stage	the	very	contradictions	that	this	society	produces	but	is	unable	to	resolve”	(Ibidem,	p.25.)	As	such	this	description	has	a	slight	nuance	of	seeing	the	heterotopic	spaces	as	the	result	 of	 conflicts	 in	 the	 production	 of	 society,	 conflicts	which	 cannot	 be	 resolved!	 A	slightly	different	angle	is	taken	by	Sohn.	By	relating	to	heterotopia	as	spaces	for	rejected	
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elements,	 she	 describes	 it	 as	 a	 space	 “…	 reserved	 for	 the	 abnormal,	 the	 other,	 the	deviant.”	,	and	gives	the	overall	interpretation	a	more	negative	connotation	(Sohn,	H.	(nd)	Heterotopia,	anamnesis	of	a	medical	term	p.44)	As	opposed	the	Sohn,	Jormakka	takes	a	less	explicit	approach	to	the	definition.	 In	his	view	heterotopias	are	spaces	as	the	result	of	´mediation´	 and	 ´interpretation´	 (Jormakka,	K,	 (1998)	Post	mortem	eclecticism,	 in	R.	Ritter	and	B.	Knaller-Vlay	(eds)	Other	Spaces:	Die	affäre	der	Heterotopie,	Graz:	HAD-	Dokumente	zue	Architektur,	 pp.	 125-153.)	 Last	 but	 not	 least,	 Foucault	 in	 turn	 describes	 heterotopia	 by	analogy	of	a	mirror.	According	to	Foucault	“The	mirror	functions	as	a	heterotopia	in	this	respect:	 it	makes	 this	place	 that	 I	occupy	at	 the	moment	when	 I	 look	at	myself	 in	 the	glass	 at	 once	 absolutely	 real,	 connected	 with	 all	 the	 space	 that	 surrounds	 it,	 and	absolutely	unreal,	since	in	order	to	be	perceived	it	has	to	pass	through	this	virtual	point	which	 is	 over	 there.”	 (Miskowiec,	 J,	 1984,	 pp.46-49.)This	 description	 on	 the	 other	 hand	leaves	a	lot	of	space	for	interpretation,	and	is	in	that	respect	understandably	criticized	by	Dehaene	and	De	Cauter.	The	abovementioned	differing	descriptions	indicate	how	on	the	one	hand	there	seems	to	be	a	general	understanding	agreed	upon	 that	heterotopia	 refer	 to	 ´other´	 spaces	of	conflict.	 The	 problem	 arises	when	 looking	 for	 a	more	 precise	 definition.	 This	 opaque	nature	 is	 equally	 the	 notion´s	 Achilles	 heel.	 With	 more	 narrow	 research	 questions	comes	 the	 need	 for	 more	 precise	 definitions	 of	 terminology,	 making	 the	 term	heterotopia	 troublesome	 in	 this	 respect.	 This	 restrictive	 quality	 has	 forced	 some	scholars	to	define	heterotopia	and	its	function	as	precise	as	they	can	to	suit	the	needs	of	their	research.	For	instance	the	abovementioned	Heidi	Sohn	has	given	a	more	tailored	made	 description:	 	 	 “…it	 is	 through	 the	 different	 culturally	 and	 socially	 determined	meanings	of	heterogeneity,	and	the	strategies	of	a	given	society,	culture,	or	civilization	to	cope	with	it,	 that	heterotopias	are	generated	in	the	first	place.”	 (Dehaene	and	Cauter,	2008,	p.4)	For	Shane	the	 functionality	of	heterotopia	was	more	precisely	defined	as	an	automatic	 stabilizing	 force	 for	 what	 he	 called	 the	 ´dominant	 city	 model´(Shane	(2005),Recombinant	 Urbanism:	 Conceptual	 Modeling	 in	 Architecture,	 Urban	 Design	 and	 City	Theory	Wiley-Academy,	London	2005)	which	is	a	definition	better	suited	for	urban	studies	research.		Researchers	who	employ	 the	concept	of	heterotopia	on	occasion	 tend	 to	 speculate	on	the	 nature	 of	 this	 term.	 In	 other	 words	 there	 is	 a	 tendency	 to	 see	 it	 as	 either	 a	
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constructive	 phenomenon	 of	 society,	 in	which	 certain	 sections	 of	 society	 are	 brought	together	and	perhaps	thrive	in	their	own	unique	space,	or	as	a	destructive	phenomenon	in	 society	 in	which	 it	 is	 seen	 as	 something	which	 separates	 society	 at	 large,	 allowing	certain	 sections	 to	wither	 away	 or	 to	 ´not	 let	 live´.	 In	 a	 typically	 Foucauldian	 fashion	Foucault	himself	remained	detached	and	aloof	on	the	matter,	insisting	and	emphasizing	that	it	is	merely	a	phenomenon	in	and	of	itself.	As	such	he	preferred	to	see	it	as	void	of	the	 emotional	 content	 such	 descriptions	 as	 constructive	 and	 destructive	 bring	 with	them.	Foucault	identifies	a	number	of	heterotopic	spaces	based	on	typology,	giving	them	each	a	certain	set	of	precepts	(Foucault	1984),	yet	is	careful	enough	to	describe	them	in	a	neutral	fashion.	In	a	similar	way	to	biopolitics,	in	which	he	asserts	that	power	contains	both	 a	 constructive	 as	well	 as	 destructive	 element	 in	 it	 	 (Gavente	 J.	 (2003)	 Power	 after	Lukes:	 A	 review	 of	 the	 literature	 Brighton:	 Institute	 of	 Development	 Studies	 p.88)	 Foucault	theorizes	on	both	the	destructive	as	well	as	constructive	sides	of	heterotopic	spaces.	For	example,	examples	of	the	heterotopia	of	crisis	involve	both	boarding	schools	as	well	as	honeymoon	 suits,	 both	 of	which	 describe	 a	 space	 for	 the	 coming	 of	 age,	 and	 both	 of	which	can	be	conceived	of	in	a	negative	as	well	as	a	positive	way.	Equally	heterotopias	of	deviation	can	 imply	both	asylums	for	 the	mentally	 insane	as	well	as	rest	homes	for	the	elderly.				Foucault	 identified	 the	 following	heterotopic	 spaces:	 crisis	heterotopia,	heterotopia	of	time,	heterotopia	of	purification	and	heterotopia	of	deviation.	Although	each	relate	to	a	slightly	different	concept	of	space	in	society,	and	as	such	relate	to	any	theoretical	topic	we	might	be	discussing	about	society	or	mass	communication	such	as	propaganda	and	agenda-setting,	this	survey	will	show	that	the	most	relevant	of	these	heterotopias	with	respects	 to	 the	 topic	 i.e.	 ghettoes,	 ghetto	 formation	 and	 ethnicity,	 is	 that	 of	 the	heterotopia	 of	 deviation.	 	 According	 to	 Miskowiec	 the	 heterotopia	 of	 deviation	developed	 from	 the	 heterotopia	 of	 crisis,	 the	 latter	 of	 which	 was	 more	 common	 for	more	primitive	cultures	(Miskowiec	J,	1984,	p.4)	The	 heterotopia	 of	 deviation	 refers	 to	 a	 space	 where	 those	 who	 show	 behaviour	 or	attitudes	 which	 deviate	 from	 the	 norm	 (Foucault,	 1984	 lectures)	 are	 assigned	 to.	According	 to	 Sohn	 heterotopia	 ´comes	 into	 existence	when	 set	 against	 parameters	 of	normalcy…´,	 which	 again	 focusses	 on	 things	 and	 behaviour	 other	 than	 what	 is	proscribed	 by	 the	 norm.	 It	 is	 important	 to	 re-state	 the	 neutral	 nature	 of	 heterotopia	
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with	respects	to	constructive	or	destructive	societal	aspects.	Furthermore	it	should	be	re-emphasized	that	Foucault	argues	that	norms	change	over	time,	or	epochs	as	he	calls	it	(Michel	Foucault,	The	Order	of	Things:	An	Archaelogy	of	the	Human	Sciences,	1970),	and	that	the	nature	of	epistemes	change	accordingly	(Foucault;	Dits	et	e’crits	I,	in	Sur	la	justice	populaire,	p.1239)	 Heterotopias	 of	 deviation	 include	 psychiatric	 asylums	 and	 hospitals,	 as	 these	include	mentally	 or	 physically	 sick	 behaviour.	 It	 equally	 includes	 care	 centres	 for	 old	people,	prisons	and	cemeteries.	The	cemetery,	although	everyone	buried	is	not	alive,	is	still	 regarded	 as	 an	 active	 socio-construct	 of	 space,	 and	 its	 occupants	 with	 there	 all	together	 absence	 of	 any	behaviour	 except	 petrification	 and	decomposition,	 indeed	do	not	adhere	to	the	norms	of	society.	The	crux	of	this	research	will	show	that	the	existence	of	ghettoes,	and	there	formation	as	 such,	 including	 the	 factor	 of	 ethnicity	 can	 best	 be	 explained	 through	 Foucault´s	heterotopia	 of	 deviation	 and	 biopolitical	 force.	 The	 changing	 semantic	 is	 already	apparent	 from	 the	 original	 ghetto	 which	 was	 a	 constructed	 space	 to	 house	 and	segregate	 the	 European	 Jewish	 population	 from	 the	 rest	 of	 the	 Christian	 majority	society.	This	has	lost	its	original	meaning	and	is	now	related	to	Black	American´s	in	the	United	States	as	well	as	so	called	immigrants	in	Europe.	Foucault´s	notion	of	biopolitic,	or	the	force	that	determines	what	lives	and	what	has	to	wither	away	will	be	shown	as	a	principle	 drive	 behind	 ghettoization,	 in	 this	 case	 to	 the	 detriments	 of	 the	 local	inhabitants.	 The	 entire	 episteme	which	 dictates	 what	 is	 true	 from	what	 is	 false,	 and	which	forms	the	principle	foundation	for	the	determination	of	norms,	will	be	shown	to	be	ethnic	bias.					Heterotopia	And	Biopolitical	Force	 	The	notion	of	biopolitic	is	actually	a	subdivision	of	a	larger	category.	Together	with	the	notion	 of	 anatomo-politic	 they	 combine	 to	 the	 term	 of	 biopower,	 the	 latter	 of	 which	Foucault	described	as	something	which	has	a	‘control	over	the	biological,	of	procreation	and	 of	 heredity;	 control	 over	 illness’	 (Ibidem,	 p.259.)	 Whereas	 the	 term	 anato-politic	relates	to	the	human	body,	and	has	all	to	do	with	how	the	human	body	is	transformed	under	biopower,	the	biopolitic	refers	to	the	masses	at	large	in	society.,	and	is	effectively	a	more	focussed	version	of	biopower.	According	to	Macey	biopower	is	“…numerous	and	
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diverse	 techniques	 for	 achieving	 the	 subjugations	 of	 bodies	 and	 the	 control	 of	populations."	(Macey,	D,	2003,	p.140.)	Foucault	refers	to	biopolitic	as			"a	new	technology	of	 power...[which]	 exists	 at	 a	 different	 level,	 on	 a	 different	 scale,	 and	 [which]	 has	 a	different	 bearing	 area,	 and	 makes	 use	 of	 very	 different	 instruments	 (Foucault,	 Michel	(1997).	Society	Must	Be	Defended:Lectures	at	the	Colle’ge	de	France,	1975-1976.	New	York,	NY:	St.	 Martin’s	 Press)	 Foucault	 discussed	 biopower	 and	 biopolitic	 on	 several	 occasions	throughout	 his	 lectures	 and	 publications,	 in	 which	 he	 saw	 absolute	 ´bio´power	 a	monarch	 once	 exercised	 as	 having	 been	 transferred	 to	 the	 institutions	 that	 regulate	society.	Biopower	and	biopolitic	in	all	can	be	argued	to	be	the	regulation	and	control	of	a	population,	including	sections	of	a	population	through	healthcare,	judiciary,	schooling,	employment	 and	 last	 but	 not	 least	 housing	 i.e.	 who	 to	make	 live	 and	 who	 to	 let	 die	(Foucault,	Michel	(1979)	(1976).	The	History	of	Sexuality	Volume	1:	An	Introduction.	London;	Allen	Lane.)	Modern	day	societies	are	constantly	regulated	in	a	process	which	weeds	out	those	deviating	 from	 the	norm	by	popular	 consensus,	whether	 this	be	on	 the	basis	of	religion,	 ethnicity,	 income	etc.	Through	 the	 separation	process	 sections	 thought	 to	be	undesired	are	relegated	to	a	space	other	than	the	utopia,	in	the	case	of	undesirables	this	is	 the	heterotopia	of	deviation.	An	arguable	example	of	 this	process	 in	action	was	 the	stripping	of	rights	for	Germany´s	Jewish	population	leading	up	to	the	second	world	war,	which	started	to	take	real	effect	when	German	Jews	were	formally	stripped	of	German	citizenship,	 there	 subsequent	 cultural	 and	 physical	 separation	 from	 main	 stream	German	society	into	ghettoes,	the	enforcement	of	new	marriage	laws	forbidding	Jewish-non-Jewish	relationships	and	marriages,	the	denial	of	rights	to	employment,	health	etc.,	and	 their	 final	deportation	and	destruction	 in	 the	 termination	 camps	on	an	 industrial	scale.	 In	 fact,	 the	mentally	handicapped,	the	Roma,	homosexuals	and	those	considered	of	African	and	Slavic	origin	were	equally	subject	 to	 this	same	biopolitical	 force	during	Nazi	German	society	at	the	time.		An	 important	 aspect	 of	 biopolitics	 is	 that	 it	 is	 a	 technology	 of	 power	 that	 deals	essentially	with	the	living	and	life,	and	is	as	such	not	directly	concerned	with	dispensing	death.	 	 This	 is	 opposed	 to	 an	 older	 technology	 of	 power	 whereby	 for	 example	 the	monarch	or	lord	of	a	land	had	the	power	to	decide	over	life	and	death,	and	as	such	were	directly	involved	with	death.	Biopolitics	on	the	other	hand	works	through	all	channels	of	society	to	decide	whom	to	let	live,	and	whom	to	neglect,	and	is	as	such	only	indirectly	capable	 of	 dispensing	 death	 by	 withholding	 proper	 healthcare,	 proper	 housing	 etc.	
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Racism	is	argued	to	play	a	crucial	role	within	the	biopolitical	technology	of	power	as	it	allows	the	 latter	 to	directly	dispense	death,	 instead	of	passively	and	 indirectly.	This	 is	intimately	connected	to	the	function	of	heterotopic	spaces	as	well	as	the	dispositif.					The	Dispositif,	Dispository	And	Apparatus	 	Similarly	to	the	aforementioned	terminology,	Foucault´s	explanation	of	the	dispositif,	a	French	term,	can	take	on	a	variety	of	nuances	due	to	 its	opaque	character.	 In	his	own	words	 it	 is	 something	 he	 is	 trying	 to	 capture	 and	 contains	 the	 entire	 repertoire	 of	discourses,	 architectural	 forms,	 institutions,	 laws,	 scientific	 statements,	 moral	 and	philosophical	 propositions	 etc.	 (The	 Confession	 of	 the	 Flesh”	 (1977)	 interview.	 In	Power/knowledge	 selected	 Interviews	 and	Other	Writings	 (ed	 Colin	 Gordon),	 1980:	 pp.	 194-228)	According	to	Agamben,	the	notion	of	dispositif,	at	least	in	the	sense	of	Foucault,	can	imply	 anything	 that	 has	 in	 some	 way	 the	 capacity	 to	 capture,	 orient,	 determine,	intercept,	model,	 control,	or	 secure	 the	gestures,	behaviors,	opinions,	or	discourses	of	living	 beings.	 Not	 only,	 therefore,	 prisons,	 madhouses,	 the	 panopticon,	 schools,	confession,	 factories,	 disciplines,	 judicial	 measures,	 and	 so	 forth	 (whose	 connection	with	 power	 is	 in	 a	 certain	 sense	 evident),	 but	 also	 the	 pen,	 writing,	 literature,	philosophy,	agriculture,	cigarettes,	navigation,	computers,	cellular	telephones	and--why	not--language	 itself,	 which	 is	 perhaps	 the	most	 ancient	 of	 apparatuses--one	 in	which	thousands	and	thousands	of	years	ago	a	primate	inadvertently	let	himself	be	captured,	probably	 without	 realizing	 the	 consequences	 that	 he	 was	 about	 to	 face."	 (Giorgio	Agamben,	 “What	 is	 an	 apparatus?”	 And	 other	 Essays,	 Stanford:	 Stanford	 Universitity	 Press,	2009:p.14)In	 a	 slightly	 difference	 nuance	 Jäger	 states	 that	 it	 is	 	 “Das	 Zusammenspiel	diskursiver	 Praxen	 (=	 Sprechen	 und	 Denken	 auf	 der	 Grundlage	 von	 Wissen),	nichtdiskursiver	 Praxen	 (=	 Handeln	 auf	 der	 Grundlage	 von	 Wissen)	 und	„Sichtbarkeiten“	bzw.	„Vergegenständlichungen“	(von	Wissen	durch	Handeln/Tätigkeit)	[...].	 Dispositive	 kann	 man	 sich	 insofern	 auch	 als	 eine	 Art	 „Gesamtkunstwerke“	vorstellen,	 die	 –	 vielfältig	 miteinander	 verzahnt	 und	 verwoben	 –	 ein	gesamtgesellschaftliches	 Dispositiv	 ausmachen."(Siegfriedläger	 (2002)http:www.diss-duisburg.dk/internetbibliothek/artikel/aspekte_einrer_kritischen_diskursanalyse.htm)	 The	Danish	 philosopher	 Raffnsøe	 “advances	 the	 ‘dispositive’	 (le	 dispositif)	 as	 a	 key	
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conception	 in	 Foucault’s	 work”	 and	 “a	 resourceful	 approach	 to	 the	 study	 of	contemporary	 societal	 problems	 .”	(https://www.academia.eu/9838825/What_is_a_dispositive_Foucault_s_historical_mappings_of_the_networks_of_social_reality)	 According	 to	 Raffnsøe,	 “the	 dispositionally	 prescriptive	level	is	a	crucial	aspect	of	social	reality	in	organizational	life,	since	it	has	a	determining	effect	on	what	is	taken	for	granted	and	considered	real.	Furthermore,	it	determines	not	only	what	 is	and	can	be	considered	possible	but	also	what	 can	even	be	 imagined	and	anticipated	 as	 potentially	 realizable,	 as	 something	 one	 can	 hope	 for,	 or	 act	 to	 bring	about”	(https://www.academia.edu/9838825/What_is_a_dispositive_Foucault_s_historical_mappings_of_the_networks_of_social_realitity)		It	 is	 clear	 from	 Foucault´s	 own	 statements	 in	 Gorden´s	 work	 i.e.	 that	 he	 is	 trying	 to	capture	something,	as	well	as	 the	 lengthy	descriptions	offered	by	the	various	scholars	and	researchers	that	employ	the	term,	that	any	clear	cut	description	or	translation	is	a	sizable	task	in	itself,	and	perhaps	impossible.	In	general	the	notion	has	been	translated	into	English	as	´apparatus´.	It	should	be	stated	however	that	there	is	another	translation	of	the	term	by	Agamben.	In	a	lecture	(What	is	a	Dispositive?	Che	cosë	un	dispositivo?	At	the	European	 Graduate	 School	 in	 2005)	 (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ua7ElsQFZPo)	 The	dispositif	 has	 been	 translated	 as	 ´dispository´,	 which	 is	 an	 astrological	 term	 that	describes	 the	 relationship	 between	 a	 constellation	 of	 planets	 and	 a	 particular	astrological	sign.	The	description	has	a	correlation	with	power,	 in	this	case	the	power	start	 signs	 have	 held,	 or	 still	 do	 hold	 for	 many,	 over	 man.	 This	 makes	 it	 a	 more	interesting	translation	as	it	comes	closer	to	unifying	the	concept	with	Foucault´s	central	theme	of	power.						There	 is	 an	apt	description	which	views	 the	dispositif	 as	 ´the	glue	 that	binds´	 all	 that	acts	within	and	on	society.	 “a	 certain	manipulation	of	 relations	of	 forces,	of	a	 rational	and	concrete	 intervention	 in	 the	 relations	of	 forces,	 either	 so	as	 to	develop	 them	 in	a	particular	direction,	or	to	block	them,	to	stabilize	them,	and	to	utilize	them.”	It,	at	´	given	historical	moment	has	as	its	major	function	the	response	to	an	urgency´.	It	is	intricately	linked	 to	 the	 limitations	 of	 knowledge	 which	 ´arise	 from	 it	 and,	 to	 an	 equal	 degree	condition	it´	(Ibidem)	
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According	to	Pløger	the	dispositif	indicates	a	process	which	is	both	institutionalised	as	well	 as	 regulative.	 It	 equally	 has	 the	 additional	 quality	 in	 that	 it	 acts	 to	 include	 or	exclude	spatially	 (Pløger,J.	 (2004b)	 ‘Planlægning	 I	en	kompleks	og	plural	verden-	og	 for	den	meningsfulde	 by’.	 In	 Andersen,	 H,	 S,	 et	 al,	 (2004)	 ‘Den	 Mangfoldige	 By’,	 Statens	Byggeforskningsinstitut,	 Vol	 1	 p.	 167-185)This	 description	 brushes	with	 that	 of	 Brenner,	the	latter	of	whom	describes	the	dispositif	with	respects	to	architectural	design	and	its	impact	 on	 human	 behaviour.	 Brenner	 as	 such	 departs	 from	 the	 usual	 focus	 with	respects	to	this	term	on	history,	schemes,	bodies	etc.			To	 sum	 up,	 the	 development	 of	 institutions	 in	 society	 such	 as	 hospitals,	 psychiatric	wards,	prisons	etc,	as	well	as	the	continuation	of	capital	punishment	i.e.	death	penalties	and	executions,	 are	marked	 indications	of	 the	 regulatory	nature	of	 the	what	Foucault	has	termed	the	dispositif.	The	dispositif	guides	a	force	to	regulate	who	can	basically	live	and	who	will	die.	In	the	past	this	biopolitical	power	was	more	concentrated	in	absolute	monarchs	 to	 a	 varying	 degree,	 as	 the	 right	 to	 have	 rights	 in	 the	 first	 place	 equally	resided	 with	 the	 monarch.	 The	 demise	 of	 absolute	 forms	 of	 rule	 and	 the	 rise	 of	consensus	based	rule	has	not	meant	the	disappearance	of	this	regulating	force	or	indeed	the	basis	upon	which	it	operates.	The	same	regulatory	aspect	remains	in	place	though	it	operates	 in	modern	 societies	 through	 institutions.	 The	nature	 of	 regulation	 is	 equally	different	 as	 the	 absolute	 and	 quick	 execution	 at	 the	 command	 of	 one	 ruler	 has	 been	replaced	 by	 a	 less	 visible	 form	 in	 which	 sections	 or	 individuals	 are	 slowly	 driven	 to	demise,	or	are	allowed	to	flourish,	depending	on	the	norm	or	the	dispositif.	As	such	the	allocation	of	funding	for	healthcare,	housing,	schooling,	the	allocation	of	rights	etc.	very	much	regulates	which	sections	of	society	are	allowed	to	thrive	and	which	not.	Prisoners	and	 mentally	 handicapped	 have	 less	 rights	 than	 others,	 people	 who	 are	 foreign	nationals	 have	 less	 rights	 in	 a	 given	 society	 than	 its	 own	 inhabitants.	 It	 is	 the	 norm	which	allows	for	societies´	inhabitants	to	exclude	those	they	do	not	wish	to	have,	refuse	housing	 or	 employment	 for	 the	 undesired,	 creating	 in	 effect	 the	 ghettoes,	 or	stigmatizing	areas	as	ghettoes.	Just	as	the	terminal	point	for	the	undesired	Jews	at	the	beginning	 of	 the	 century	went	 from	 society	 to	 ghetto	 to	 termination	 camps,	 so	 do	 so	called	´immigrants	´face	the	same	procedure,	which	so	far	remain		at	the	stage	of	public	stigmatization	through	political	policy	and	mass	media	communications.		
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The	 dispositif	 is	 especially	 pertinent	 within	 the	 Danish	 housing	 policy,	 and	 their	assessment	 of	 what	 they	 term	 ghetto	 neighbourhoods.	 It	 will	 be	 shown	 that	 this	dispositif	 can	 be	 identified	 with	 racism,	 ethnic	 bias	 or	 xenophobia,	 which	 in	 effect	guides	 all	 processes,	 discourses	 and	policies	 that	 regulate	 society,	 and	 as	 such	whom	can	thrive	and	whom	may	not.	In	the	case	of	Brenner	the	design	and	location	of	so	called	ghettoes,	 or	 more	 to	 the	 point	 of	 this	 thesis,	 heterotopia	 of	 deviation,	 influences	 or	regulates	the	behaviour	and	cognition	of	local	inhabitants	of	these	spaces	.	In	the	sense	of	Pløger,	the	ghetto	can	be	argued	to	be	the	result	of	all,	 the	discursive	as	well	as	the	non-discursive	(Pløger	2004)				Racism	And	Ethnicity,	a	Social	Approach	 	Xenophobia,	 racism	 and	 ethnic	 bias	 within	 research	 is	 predominantly	 the	 domain	 of	sociological	studies	and	is	currently	approached	from	three	angles,	each	with	their	own	distinct	 methodology	 and	 outcomes.	 According	 to	 Anderson	 and	 Taylor,	 there	 is	 a	functional	 theoretical	 approach,	 a	 symbolic	 interaction	 theoretical	 approach	 and	 a	conflict	 theoretical	 approach.	 Conflict	 theorists	 argue	 for	 a	 correlation	 and	 linkage	between	ethnicity	and	race	on	the	one	hand,	and	class	conflicts	on	the	other.	Symbolic	interaction	theorists	on	the	other	hand	argue	for	the	role	of	social	 interaction	and	the	social	construct	of	ethnicity	and	race.	Finally,	functionalist	theorists	argue	on	the	basis	of	 the	assimilation	of	ethnic	back	ground	 into	society	at	 large	 (Anderson,	M.L.	&	Taylor,	H.F.	 (2009).	 Sociology:	 The	 Essentials	 CA:	 Thomson	 Wadsworth,	 Belmont)	 On	 the	 whole	however	all	 three	angles	of	approach	base	their	 theories	on	the	assumption	that	class	conflicts,	 racism	 and	 ethic	 prejudice	 are	 related	 to	 issues	 of	 social	 interaction	 and	acculturation,	and	focus	any	solutions	on	purely	these	connections.	 It	should	be	noted	however	 that	 however	much	 a	 correlation	 exists,	 there	 are	 different	 types	 of	 racism	which	form	formidable	obstacles	to	integration.	According	to	Dovidio	and	Gærtner	the	presence	 of	 overt	 racism,	 i.e.	 visible	 and	 open,	 is	 countered	 by	 a	 less	 obvious	 and	confrontational	form:	aversive	racism.	Whereas	norms	can	clearly	be	said	to	be	possibly	transgressed	when	one	commits	open	racism,	 those	who	practice	aversive	racism	will	still	profess	quite	confirmative	views,	making	 it	hard	to	trace	(Dovidio,	 J,	&Gaertner,	S.L.	(2009).	 “The	 Nature	 of	 Contemporary	 Prejudice:	 Insights	 from	 Aversive	 Racism”.	 Social	 and	Personality	 Psychology	 Compass,	 Vol.3.	 pp.314-338)Aversive	 racism	 is	 indirect	 in	 nature,	and	 employs	 as	 the	 name	 implies	 aversive	 and	 evasive	 behaviour	 on	 the	 side	 of	 the	
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racist.	 As	 such	 it	 can	 be	 the	 unspoken	 bar	 of	 ethnic	 minorities	 from	 colleges	 or	universities,	the	rejection	behind	closed	doors	from	certain	university	disciplines	such	as	that	of	American	Jews	for	Harvard	legal	studies	in	the	1940´s	and	50´s,	the	rejection	of	 job	applications	based	on	name	or	gender,	 juridical	and	 legal	decisions	such	as	 the	disproportionate	 representation	 of	 black	 Americans	 in	 prisons,	 as	 well	 as	 housing	allocation	and	opportunities.	In	a	survey	conducted	by	the	European	Union	in	2005,	 it	was	shown	that	Denmark	had	a	high	percentage	of	private	tenants	who	refused	to	rent	out	 rooms	 and	 apartments	 to	 Danes	 of	 non-ethnic	 origin	 (Harriosson,	 M.Law,I	 and	Philipa,D,	 (2005)	 Migrants,	 Minorities	 and	 Housing:	 Exclusion,	 Discrimination	 and	 Anti	 –	Discrimination	 in	 15	 Member	 Sattes	 of	 the	 European	 Unionvandere	 I	 Danmark.	http:///www.dst.dk/pukora/epub/upload/13434/indv.pdf)	 Through	 this	 non	 visible	 form	of	 racism	 the	 non-ethnic	 Danish	 section	 of	 Danish	 society	 had	 been	 relegated	 to	neighbourhoods	 which	 have	 now	 been	 stigmatised	 by	 both	 politics	 policy	 as	 well	 as	mass	media	communication	as	ghettoes,	thus	linking	ethnicity	to	ghettoization.					The	 abovementioned	 presence	 of	 aversive	 racism	 in	 Denmark	 arguably	 influences	theories	such	as	those	of	the	functionalist,	conflict-or	symbolic	interactionalists.	In	other	words,	the	dependency	of	ethnic	assimilation	on	societal	interaction,	seen	as	most	as	the	most	 logical	 solution	 by	 social	 scientists	 towards	 combatting	 racism,	 must	 take	 into	account	the	fact	that	all	layers	of	society,	including	the	very	private	and	hidden	spaces,	are	part	and	parcel	of	the	phenomenon.	The	simple	question	would	be	how	to	integrate	all	sections	of	society	in	a	more	balanced	way	if	the	private	spaces	remain	out	of	reach	of	governmental	policy.		If	every	theoretical	approach	on	the	other	hand	fails	to	accommodate	a	wider	angle	such	as	 the	 more	 holistic	 approach	 of	 Foucault,	 in	 effect	 failing	 to	 take	 into	 account	 the	possibility	 of	 a	 directional	 force	 pervading	 all	 of	 society	 as	 a	 whole,	 and	 fails	 to	recognize	 the	 nature	 of	 this	 biopolitical	 force,	 any	 principle	 solution	 might	 remain	elusive.	Foucault	 has	 stated	 on	 the	 phenomenon	 of	 racism	 that	 more	 than	 just	 an	 irrational	prejudice,	 or	 an	 ideological	motive	 or	 political	 doctrine.	 In	 effect	 he	 describes	 it	 as	 a	regulating	factor	of	a	population,	or	a	form	of	governance	which	is	´designed	to	manage	a	population(Rasmussen,	M.B	(2011)	On	The	Turn	Towards	Liberal	State	Racism	in	Denmark,	E-flux,	 (online)	Available	at:	http//www.e-flux.com/journal/on-the-turn-towards-liberal-state-
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racism-in-Denmark)This	implies	that	it	equally	consists	of	overt	as	well	as	aversive	forms,	and	 binds	 every	 theoretical	 approach	 together.	 Foucault	 has	 argued	 that	 racism	 has	developed	 into	 a	 central	 tenet	 in	 the	 biopolitical	 arena	 (Macey,2003,p.288)	 Ewald	 and	Fontana	 have	 argued	 that	 it	 forms	 the	 basis	 for	 governmental	 policies	 and	 strategies	(Ewald,F.&Fontana,	A.(ed)	 (1978)Security,Territory,Population:Michel	FoucaultDeliveredat	 the	Collëge	 de	 France,	 p.1)	 Which	 this	 thesis	 aptly	 applies	 to	 mass	 media	 communication,	public	opinion,	housing	strategies,	the	semantics	of	ghetto	as	well	as	ghetto	formation,	and	all	the	norms	that	prevail	on	these	issues	including	scientific	research,	surveys	and	debates.	Analysis	and	Discussion	Government	Plans	and	Strategy	Semantic		of	the	term	Ghetto	When	 the	Government	 set	 up	 the	 new	 classification	 system	 for	 the	 identification	 and	registration	of	ghettoes,	 the	key	point	within	 this	was	 the	definition,	 in	 this	case	a	re-definition,	 of	 what	 a	 ghetto	 implied,	 and	 what	 criteria	 defined	 a	 given	 area	 or	neighbourhood	as	being	 a	 ghetto.	 	Although	 it	 is	 fairly	 easy	 to	 imagine	what	 a	 ghetto	generally	would	look	like,	and	what	it	would	feel	like	to	live	or	walk	through	a	ghetto,	it	is	 a	bigger	 challenge	 to	actually	put	down	 tangible	qualities	and	 to	quantify	 the	 term.	The	 term	 itself	 originally	 developed	 in	 medieval	 Europe	 during	 a	 time	 when	 the	Christian	 ruling	 elite	 heavily	 supressed	 and	 persecuted	 Europe´s	 Jewish	 population	(Benbassa,n.d,pp.79-80)	Including	a	constitutional	ban	of	Jews	in	Norway,		and	the	round-up	of	Jews	in	ghettoes	during	the	Third	Reich.	The	control	and	separation	of	the	Jewish	population	over	the	centuries	resulted	in	designated	areas	in	each	city	where	Jews	were	forced	 to	 live,	and	which	were	enclosed.	 	Although	the	 legal	status	of	Europe´s	 Jewish	population	changed	drastically	throughout	central	Europe	after	the	Second	World	War,	the	cultural	aspect	of	exclusion	remained	a	potent	force	throughout	Eastern	Europe	and	the	 United	 States.	 This	 was	 typically	 expressed	 through	 refusal	 of	 jobs,	 refusal	 of	education	 as	well	 as	 healthcare	 and	 services.	 In	 other	words	 the	Ghetto	 continued	 to	represent	an	area	in	society	where	marginalized	sections	remained	concentrated,	which	expressed	itself	physically	by	dilapidated	buildings,	crowded	areas	and	poor	sanitation	(Gyldendal,2009-2013)	
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The	notion	of	the	ghetto	has	lost	its	original	link	to	the	oppressed	and	persecuted	Jewish	population,	and	has	changed	semantically	 to	connote	a	physical	space	of	higher	crime	and	 sub-standard	 poorer	 living	 conditions.	 As	 such	 it	 is	 a	 neighbourhood	 where	 the	marginalized	sections	of	society	are	concentrated.	This	physical	description	remains	the	same	across	the	globe	and	in	all	societies,	and	is	a	typical	outcome	for	those	who	have	the	misfortune	to	be	either	born	without	access	and	opportunities,	the	latter	of	which	is	more	 than	often	 systemic	and	based	of	 ethnic	or	 cast	background,	or	 those	who	have	financially	fallen	through	society´s	safety-net	such	as	the	unemployed.	In	the	post-war	era	 of	 the	 fifties	 and	 sixties,	 the	 various	 cities	 such	 as	 Manchester	 and	 Napoli	 had	severely	 run	 down	 neighbourhoods	 due	 to	 the	 financial	 effects	 of	 the	 Second	World	War,	and	pre-	and	post-	war	austerities.	In	the	United	States	on	the	other	hand	ghettoes	became	 typically	 linked	 to	 the	 black	 population	 (Enoch,1994,p4)With	 the	 area	 of	 the	Bronx	in	New	York	as	a	famous	and	notorious	example.	Finally,	when	we	look	at	Europe	towards	 the	end	of	 the	millennium,	ghettoes	have	come	 to	be	semantically	associated	with	 areas	 with	 a	 high	 proportion	 of	 immigrants,	 or	 second	 generation	 immigrant	families	 (Blaut,1992)	 What	 binds	 the	 inhabitants	 living	 in	 areas	 viewed	 as	 ghettoes,	whether	they	are	the	unemployed	of	1960´s	Manchester,	the	blacks	of	1980´s	America,	the	immigrants	of	1990´s	Western	Europe,	or	Jews	of	14th	century	Western	Europe,	is	the	fact	that	it	is	a	section	of	the	society	which	is	shunned	and	excluded.	In	many	cases	it	is	 a	 section	 of	 the	 population	 with	 little	 to	 no	 rights	 at	 all,	 and	 little	 access	 to	employment,	 health	 or	 educational	 opportunities	 (Molina	 &	 Tesfahuney,1995)	 The	abovementioned	 aspects	 connected	 with	 the	 ghetto,	 i.e.	 what	 the	 notion	 implies,	remained	 a	 driving	 factor	 in	 Danish	 politics	 when	 the	 Government	 announced	 the	Ghetto	 plan	 in	 2010,	 a	 few	 months	 before	 the	 general	 elections.	 The	 Ghetto	 Plan	included	a	description	of	what	a	Ghetto	exactly	implied,	as	well	as	an	official	Ghetto	list,	all	of	which	were	followed	by	placing	29	housing	areas	spread	throughout	Denmark	on	this	 list	of	officially	designated	areas.	A	critical	point	 in	 the	Ghetto	plan	was	 the	exact	description	 of	 what	 a	 ghetto	 implied.	 In	 other	 words	 the	 quantification	 of	 the	 term	ghetto	was	pivotal	 in	determining	which	neighbourhoods	qualified	as	ghettoes,	and	as	such	ended	up	on	the	official	ghetto	list,	and	which	were	left	out.	This	thesis	will	show	that	 the	 semantic	 meaning	 of	 the	 ghetto	 was	 altered	 within	 the	 Danish	 debate,	 and	implicitly	 linked	to	ethnicity.	As	such	the	countless	negative	associations	 implied	with	the	term	ghetto	was	now	transferred	to,	and	included	ones	ethnic	background.		In	other	
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words	 the	 Government	 officially	 and	 uncritically	 linked	 non-ethnic	 Danes	 with	unemployment,	poor	health,	low	schooling	and	crime.	The	Danish	Three	Point	Classification	System	In	 2010,	 and	 just	 a	 few	 months	 prior	 to	 new	 general	 elections	 for	 the	 country,	 the	Danish	 ruling	 coalition	 initiated	 a	 program	 with	 the	 slogan:	 	 ”Ghettoen	 tilbage	 til	samfundet	 –	 et	 opgør	 med	 parallelsamfundet	 I	 Danmark”	 (Regeringen,2010)Due	 to	criticism	of	the	achievements	of	the	right	wing	government	over	the	previous	four	year	period,	 this	 almost	 hastily	 put	 together	 program	 was	 set	 to	 show	 the	 strength	 and	resolve	 of	 the	 government	 in	 tackling	 issues	 in	 a	 populist	 manner.	 The	 program	criticized	previous	attempts	at	solving	the	problems	of	ghetto	 formation	as	a	waste	of	money	and	fruitless.	Instead	it	called	for	drastic	and	radical	action,	one	of	which	was	a	proposal	 to	 simply	 demolish	 neighbourhoods		(http://www..eurotopics.net/en/home/presseschau/archiv/results/archiv_article/ARTICLE78029Denmark-fights-for-values-and-integration)	The	program	set	up	three	socio-economic	criteria	to	define	what	a	ghetto	implied,	and	was	 applied	 to	 neighbourhoods	with	 a	 local	 population	 larger	 than	 1000	 inhabitants	(socialministeriet,	2010)	If	any	neighbourhood	met	two	of	the	three	criteria,	they	would	automatically	be	categorized	as	being	a	ghetto.	The	 following	 is	a	short	description	of	each	of	the	three	criteria	in	English,	yet	have	their	Danish	littoral	criteria	mentioned	in	brackets:	Firstly	 it	 is	perceived	to	be	an	area	 in	which	 immigrants	of	non-Western	countries,	as	well	 as	 succeeding	 generations	 of	 non	 -	 western	 countries	 exceed	 50%	 of	 the	 local	population	(Andelen	af	indvandrere	og	efterkommere	fra	ikke-vestlige	lande	overstiger	50	pct).	 In	other	words	an	area	 in	which	more	than	50%	of	 the	 local	 inhabitants	 is	of	non-ethnic	Danish	and	non-ethnic	Western	background,	whether	directly	or	indirectly.		 	Secondly	it	is	described	as	an	area	in	which	the	inhabitants	aged	18	–		64,	with	minimal	employment	and/	or	education,	exceeds	40%,	calculated	as	an	average	of	the	previous	4	years	 (Andelen	 af	 beboere	 i	 alderen	 18-	 64	 år,	 der	 er	 uden	 tilknytning	 til	 ar-	
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bejdsmarkedet	eller	uddannelse,	overstiger	40	pct.,	opgjort	 som	gen-	nemsnit	over	de	seneste	fire	år.).			 	Thirdly	and	 finally	 it	 is	described	as	an	area	 in	which	gun	–	 	 and	drug	 related	crimes	committed	by	adul	ts	(18	years	and	older),	per	10.000	inhabitants	exceeds	270	persons,	calculated	 as	 the	 average	over	 the	previous	4	 years	 (Antal	 dømte	 for	 overtrædelse	 af	straffeloven,	våbenloven	eller	lov	om	euforiserende	stoffer	pr.	10.000	beboere	på	18	år	og	derover	overstiger	270	personer,	opgjort	som	gennemsnit	over	de	seneste	fire	år.).			 		These	 three	criteria	have	been	applied	 to	a	broad	selection	of	neighbourhoods,	urban	centres	and	suburbs	with	a	minimum	total	of	1000	inhabitants.	When	two	of	the	three	criteria	 matched	 the	 social	 and	 demographic	 description,	 the	 area	 was	 officially	designated	 a	 ghetto	 and	 put	 on	 the	 state´s	 ghetto	 list.	 In	 addition	 to	 this	 it	 equally	implied	 that	 governmental	 strategies	 to	 combat	 ghetto	 formation	 were	 applied	 with	rigour	including	placement	of	closed	network	security	cameras,	increased	police	patrol	as	well	as	calls	for	harsher	penalties	for	similar	crimes	committed	in	non-ghetto	areas		(https://www.nyidanmark.dk/NR/rdonlyres/449c6378-6EBI-4AiD-81BE-8EAB1A252774/0/etniske_minoriteters_overpraesentation_i_strafferetlige_domme.pdf)	 As	 is	evident	 from	 the	 three	 abovementioned	 criteria,	 the	 target	 of	 the	 government	 relates	exclusively	 to	 socio-economic	 factors	 of	 the	 local	 population	 such	 as	 the	 employment	and	crime	situation.	As	such	it	neglects	the	actual	physical	aspects	of	the	buildings	and	flats	where	the	residents	live	in,	which	in	general	are	a	few	decades	old.		This	emphasis	on	 the	 socio-economic,	 rather	 than	 the	 physical	 and	 situational	 aspects	 of	 the	 area	allowed	 for	 the	 government	 to	 distance	 itself	 from	 a	 singular	 description	 to	 one	 that	implied	multiple	facets.	The	result	of	the	combination	of	the	description	of	the	criteria	in	each	of	the	three	points,	and	their	application,	i.e.	two	out	of	three	implies	a	ghetto,	the	following	 description	 emerges	 for	 what	 a	 ghetto	 implies	 according	 to	 the	 Danish	government:	1.	 Non-ethnic	 Danish	 citizens	 or	 immigrants,	 and	 citizens	 with	 a	 criminal	conviction	or	criminal	record,	2.	 Unemployed	or	 those	 reliant	on	 social	benefits	 and	 those	with	a	 criminal	conviction	or	criminal	record,	
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3.	 Non-ethnic	 Danish	 citizens	 or	 immigrants,	 and	 the	 unemployed	 or	 those	reliant	on	social	benefits,	4.	 All	 three	 of	 the	 descriptive	 elements	 i.e.	 	 non-ethnic	 Danish	 citizens	 or	immigrants,	 the	 unemployed	 or	 those	 reliant	 on	 social	 benefits,	 and	 those	 with	 a	criminal	conviction	or	criminal	record.	At	 first,	 the	relevance	of	ethnicity	 is	not	so	clear	as	 it	 forms	only	one	of	 three	criteria	together	with	employment	and	crime.	This	ratio	is	inverted	when	the	two	out	of	three	ratio	is	applied,	and	it	becomes	exponentially	more	relevant	when	viewed	with	respects	to	 the	 combination	 of	 the	 three	 criteria	 which	 is	 required	 for	 the	 identification	 of	 a	ghetto.	 Of	 the	 four	 combinations	 possible,	 each	 criteria	 appears	 three	 times.	 In	 other	words	only	one	does	not	mention	ethnicity,	with	 the	 remainder	 three	mentioning	 the	criteria	of	ethnicity.		It	can	be	argued	at	this	point	that	the	impact	of	the	criteria	of	ethnicity,	however	big,	is	equal	 to	 that	 of	 the	 other	 two	 points	 of	 employment	 and	 crime.	 On	 the	 other	 hand	however,	 at	 the	 start	 of	 this	 ghetto	 list	 in	 2010,	 only	 six	 out	 of	 twentynine	neighbourhoods	 were	 designated	 as	 being	 a	 ghetto	 due	 to	 solely	 the	 criteria	 of	employment	and	crime	rate	(Appendices	1:	29	Designated	‘Ghetto’	Areas	In	Denmark).		There	 is	 a	 curious	 factor	 which	 should	 be	 mentioned	 with	 respects	 to	 these	 six	neighbourhoods.	 	 The	 problems	 initially	 faced	 by	 these	 areas	 were	 a	 chronic	 lack	 of	population,	 and	an	ongoing	difficulty	 in	 attracting	 residents	 to	 locate	within	 the	 area.	These	areas	include	Bispeparken	in	Copenhagen	and	Solbakken	in	Odense.	This	was	the	case	 despite	 their	 designation	 as	 being	 affordable	 housing	 (Larsson	 and	 Københavns	Kommune.	2012)	In	these	cases	the	debate	of	lack	of	residents	has	been	eclipsed	by	the	debate	on	ghetto	formation,	in	this	case	with	its	emphasis	on	unemployment	and	crime.	As	such	it	is	arguable	that	a	vital	strategy	i.e.	one	of	attracting	residents,	continues	to	be	left	out	of	the	solution	all	together,	and	that	the	angle	of	approach	to	the	problems	are	skewed.	 The	 following	 are	 highlights	 in	 English	 of	 the	 problems	 of	 these	 areas	 in	attracting	inhabitants:	
Solbakken	is	a	different	situation	because	it	is	close	to	other	existing	housing	and	a	school	
in	the	central	area.	In	Solbakken	the	primary	focus	should	be	on	rent	contracts	etc.	instead	
of	the	composition	of	the	demographics.	(Boye	and	Benedikte,2011)	
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Students	 have	 first	 choice	 in	 Bispebjerg,	 Copenhagen:	 from	 the	 nearby	 educational	
institutes	 (Larsson	 and	 København	 Kommune.2012)	 As	 a	 footnote,	 by	 focussing	 on	income	as	a	means	to	the	solution,	the	subsequent	funds	to	combat	the	area	emptying	have	 led	 to	 a	danger	of	 gentrification	 (Wacqaunt,2007)Due	 to	 the	 limited	 scope	of	 this	thesis,	and	the	size	of	the	topic	of	gentrification	in	and	of	itself,	this	interesting	side	step	related	to	ghetto	formation	has	been	left	out.		Quantifying	Ghettoes	Although	the	abovementioned	indicators	have	been	chosen	as	generally	descriptive	for	the	term	ghetto,	on	closer	inspection	they	reveal	a	biased	political	attitude	and	strategy	which	 reaches	 beyond	 the	 political	 level,	 and	 one	 which	 lies	 at	 the	 heart	 of	 Danish	society	as	a	whole.	The	 following	section	will	 elaborate	on	 the	 interpretation	of	 these	general	 points	 by	 the	 government,	 and	how	 the	 statistical	 figures	 relate	 and	 apply	 to	their	study.	It	will	demonstrate	a	biased	and	hostile	stance	towards	non-ethnic	Danish	citizens	and	immigrants	by	the	right	wing	ruling	coalition	within	the	government,	and	will	argue	that	the	term	of	ghetto	has	been	used	to	marry	ethnicity,	unemployment	and	crime	under	one	general	heading.		The	Debate	And	The	Solution	The	 discussion	 on	 ghettoes	 and	 ghetto	 formation	 was	 started	 in	 parliament	 by	 the	political	 parties	 Venstre	 (V)	 and	 Dansk	 Folkeparti	 (DF),	 which	 formed	 the	 ruling	coalition	in	the	government.	Both	parties	are	located	on	the	right	to	extreme	right	of	the	political	spectrum,	and	campaign	on	an	ant-immigration,	and	anti-Muslim	platform.	The	main	 point	 put	 forward	 at	 the	 time	 addressed	 the	 need	 to	 deal	 with	 the	 perceived	problematics	 of	 certain	 neighbourhoods	 in	 Denmark.	 The	 following	 are	 excerpts	 in	Danish	from	parliamentary	debates,	and	is	translated	in	English:		We	need	 to	 get	 the	 ghettoes	back	 into	 society.	We	need	 to	 create	 security.	We	won´t	accept	troublemakers	creating	noise	and	insecutiry.	»Det	 er	 vigtigt	 at	 give	 ghettoerne	 tilbage	 til	 samfundet.	 De	 fleste	 ghettoer	 ligger	 jo	fuldstændigt	 isoleret	 fra	omverdenen,	nærmest	som	et	 fort.	Vi	 skal	give	 folk	 lyst	 til	 at	komme	herind,	og	folk	herindefra	lyst	til	at	komme	ud«		
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It	is	important	to	get	the	ghettoes	back	into	society.	Most	ghettoes	are	completely	isolated	
from	their	surroundings,	almost	like	a	fort.	We	should	be	able	to	have	people	want	to	come	
in,	and	people	inside	to	want	to	come	out	(Lars	Løkke	Rasmussen,Statsministeriet,	2010)	These	excerpts	reflect	a	general	attitude	in	Danish	society	about	what	ghettoes	are	and	who	 live	 in	 them.	 It	 is	an	often	misguided	view	reflected	 in	most	of	 the	media	outlets	and	 generally	 describes	 ghettoes	 as	 a	 parallel	 society	 within,	 but	 not	 part	 of	 Danish	society.	As	such	it	is	popularly	viewed	as	a	place	filled	with	gangsters,	religious	fanatics,	terrorists,	psychopaths.	 In	short,	 it	 is	a	description	of	what	Danish	society	sees	as	 the	flipside	of	Danish	society	and	indeed	the	opposite	or	flipside	of	Danish	culture.	When	one	 studies	 the	wider	 political	 picture	 on	 the	 other	 hand,	 the	 instability	 of	 the	Danish	 housing	 and	 property	 market,	 and	 the	 subsequent	 spiralling	 of	 property	 and	housing	rents	and	mortgages	has	had	a	vital	impact	on	neighbourhoods	and	livelihoods	of	 vast	 sections	 of	 Danish	 society.	 The	 political	 debates	 and	 subsequent	 discussions	which	 occurred	 in	 parliament	 and	 popular	 media	 happened	 a	 few	 months	 prior	 to	general	elections,	with	the	implosion	and	collapse	of	the	housing	and	property	market	central	to	one	of	the	main	criticism	directed	towards	the	ruling	coalition.	By	focussing	on	 the	 ghettoes	 and	 ghetto	 formation,	 and	 introducing	 the	 immigration	 and	 ethnicity	platform	to	the	debate,	it	arguably	sought	to	create	a	distraction	and	distance	from	the	financial	instability	caused	during	its	tenure.		An	overview	of	 the	general	problems	within	 the	housing	and	property	sector	 indicate	the	trend	and	scale	of	the	problems.	From	2000	onwards,	up	until	2010,	there	was	an	increase	 of	 22%	 in	 the	 shortage	 of	 affordable	 public	 housing,	municipal	 housing	 and	rental	apartments.	An	effect	of	this	chronic	shortage	was	an	increase	of	average	rent	by	30	%	for	standard	apartments	and	housing	(Danmarks	Statestik	2011),as	 the	demand	outstripped	the	supply.	As	off	2013	the	average	rent	for	a	two	room	apartment	stood	at	7900	Kroner	with	2015	showing	an	average	rent	of	8500	DKK	(Bolig	Portal,	2013)	During	the	nineteen	year	period	from	1981	to	2000,	the	Danish	building	industry	constructed	an	 average	 of	 38.000	 square	 meters	 of	 rented	 living	 space	 per	 year.	 This	 trend	 was	relatively	 stable	 during	 the	 entire	period.	 There	was	 a	 dramatic	 change	 in	 the	period	between	 2001	 and	 2009.	 During	 this	 period	 the	 building	 industry	 constructed	 an	average	 of	 6700	 square	 meters	 of	 rented	 living	 accommodations	 per	 annum.	 This	
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sudden	 and	 dramatic	 drop	 in	 construction	 reflected	 the	 wider	 effects	 of	 increased	recession	 and	 the	 results	 of	 governmental	 financial	 strategies.	 This	 change	 occurred	despite	an	increase	in	demand	during	the	same	period	which	stood	at	an	average	of	3	%	(Danmarks	Statestik,2011)	To	distract	from	these	issues,	the	ghetto	topic	provided	a	welcome	alternative	focus	for	debate.	The	solution	proposed,	which	in	turn	tied	into	the	perceived	problem	of	ghetto	formation	of	areas,	was	to	tear	down	buildings	and	blocks	in	an	attempt	to	quickly	wipe	the	 slate	 clean	(http:/www.eurotopics.net/en/home/presseschau/archive/results/archive_article/ARTICLE78029-Denmark-fights-for-values-and-integration)The	 costs	 for	 the	 wholesale	 removal	 was	proposed	to	be	covered	by	the	Landsbyggefonden,	which	is	a	national	savings	account	to	 support	 public	 housing	 through	 development	 and	 loans.	 (Social-	 og	Integrationsministeriet,	 2010)	 It	 is	 generally	 argued	 that	 by	 tearing	 down	 the	 physical	aspects	of	a	ghetto	or	problem	area	one	simply	moves	the	underlying	issues	to	another	area,	and	with	 it	new	forms	of	dilapidation	of	neighbourhoods	(Deirdre	Oakley	and	Keri	Burchfield,pdf:http://www.thecyberhood.net/documents/papers/oakley09.pdf)It	 	 gives	 rise	to	 the	 question	 of	 the	 effectiveness	 of	 the	 proposed	 solutions,	 including	 the	 question	what	 new	 problems	 these	measures	will	 create	 for	 the	 long	 term	 foreseeable	 future.	One	of	the	most	obvious	problems	is	how	these	measures	will	affect	low	income	renters.	With	the	demolition	of	perceived	ghettoes,	and	the	construction	of	newer	living	blocks	in	the	same	area,	a	process	of	gentrification	is	likely	to	set	in.	Equally	it	is	arguable	that	there	will	be	a	mass	concentration	of	low	income	families	and	individuals	in	a	different	section	 of	 the	 urban	 landscape,	 and	 a	 possible	 process	 of	 dilapidation	 of	 new	 and	otherwise	normal	neighbourhoods	could	occur.	In	other	words,	the	cycle	of	dilapidation,	demolition,	 construction,	 gentrification,	 and	 finally	 dilapidation	 of	 new	 areas	 would	continue.		This	proposal	which	was	first	put	 forward	in	2010	by	the	ruling	coalition	was	equally	approved	by	 the	opposition,	and	as	such	received	broad	support	by	both	 the	 far	right	and	right	i.e.	Venstre	and	Dansk	Folkeparti,	as	well	as	the	left	i.e.	the	social	democrats.	The	subsequent	design	of	the	so	called	ghetto	strategy	included	the	proposal	to	identify	and	 demolish	 neighbourhoods	 considered	 as	 ghettoes,	 and	 the	 construction	 of	 new	living	blocks	in	the	old	areas.	The	relevance	of	these	developments,	despite	the	fact	that	
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this	occurred	in	2010,	is	that	the	following	government,	which	saw	the	majority	of	the	house	dominated	by	the	social	democrats,	continued	the	ghetto	strategy	unaltered.	With	the	win	of	 the	 right	 and	 far	 right	 again	 in	2015,	 it	 is	 unlikely	 the	 ghetto	 strategy	will	change	or	be	stopped.	The	ramifications	of	the	ghetto	plan	are	likely	to	continue	in	the	foreseeable	future.	The	abovementioned	 inherent	 financial	 paradox	 of	 demolition	 of	 existing	 affordable	neighbourhoods	 and	 the	 subsequent	 construction	 of	 unaffordable	 new	 apartments,	housing	 and	 rental	 blocks	 has	 yet	 to	 be	 addressed.	 The	 admission	 by	 the	 right	 wing	government	that	ghettoes	and	ghetto	formation	is	a	social	issue,	a	point	made	clear	with	its	criteria,	implies	that	the	proposal	to	demolish	and	re-build	is	not	really	connected	to	the	issue	at	hand.	It	equally	implies	that	we	need	to	find	a	different	set	of	explanations	for	 why	 the	 criteria	 are	 what	 they	 are,	 and	 how	 this	 ties	 in	 with	 demolition	 of	neighbourhoods	and	housing.	Theoretical	Critical	Analysis:	Power	The	 abovementioned	 contradiction	 between	 the	 apparent	 detrimental	 cycle	 of	government	 strategies	with	 respects	 to	 the	ghetto	 issue,	 and	 the	ensuing	problems	of	gentrification,	may	seem	illogical	at	first.	On	a	bigger	scale	on	the	other	hand,	it	becomes	clearer	 how	 ethnicity,	 ghettoes	 and	 demolition	 are	 related.	 By	 using	 Foucault	 it	 is	possible	 to	 make	 more	 sense	 out	 of	 the	 entire	 process.	 At	 the	 start	 of	 the	 1980´s,	Denmark	witnessed	a	move	to	the	right,	and	even	the	far	right	as	the	main	far	right	and	populist	party	Dansk	Folkeparti,	as	well	as	the	moderate	right	took	the	centre	stage	in	parliament.	 The	move	 signalled	 a	 general	 shift	 in	 society	which	was	 characterised	 by	increased	 racism,	 xenophobia	 and	 intolerance.	 This	 shift	 was	 equally	 visible	 in	 the	political	 spectrum	 as	 policies	 put	 forward	 by	 the	 ruling	 coalition	 and	 the	 opposition	became	increasingly	populist	and	ethnically	biased.	Due	to	the	limited	scope	and	due	to	page	restrictions	of	this	thesis,	the	vast	topic	of	racism	and	Danish	politics	and	society	will	 not	 be	 covered	 in	 detail.	 Instead,	 a	 very	 brief	 summary	 will	 be	 given	 in	 the	following,	 with	 references	 to	 studies	 conducted	 by	 Wren	 (2001),	 Horst	 (1983)	 and	studies	conducted	in	2005	by	the	EU,	i.e.	the	European	Monitoring	Centre	on	racism	and	Xenophobia.	During	the	1980´s	Denmark	moved	towards	a	populist	and	racist	path	 in	which	racism	was	gradually	 internalized	and	normalized	as	part	and	parcel	of	society,	
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and	 especially	 the	 mainstream	 media	 outlets	 (Rasmussen,2011,p4)As	 such	 the	 media	became	a	prime	instrument	and	the	main	forum	to	effect	change	in	policy	and	attitude	in	 tandem	 with	 the	 government	 (Rasmussen,2011,	 p4)This	 development	 resulted	 in	 a	gradual	 assimilation	of	 racism	as	 a	 key	 component	of	 the	Danish	 system	 (Horst,1983),	and	in	the	broadest	of	lines	resulted	in	widespread	systemic	islamophobia	as	well	as	an	atmosphere	 of	 anti-immigration	 (Wren,2001),	 both	 of	 which	 are	 all	 the	 more	 potent	today.		There	 is	 a	 clear	 and	 general	 correlation	 between	 ghettoization	 and	 the	 ethnic	 bias	towards	 certain	 groups	 in	 any	given	 society.	Generally	 groups	 and	 sections	of	 society	that	are	culturally	excluded,	tend	to	equally	be	ostracised	in	the	legal	sense,	and	tend	to	be	 concentrated	 in	 certain	 specific	 areas	 which	 are	more	 than	 often	 dilapidated	 and	neglected	neighbourhoods.	 	 This	 correlation	has	been	 shown	 in	 studies	 conducted	on	among	others	the	rise	of	anti-Semitism	in	Europe	and	the	formation	of	ghettoes,	as	well	as	the	ostracization	and	exclusion	of	the	black	community	in	the	United	States	and	their	concentration	 in	 ghettoes	 (Benbassa,	 n.d.)In	 other	 words,	 the	 exclusion	 of	 certain	sections	or	groups	of	society,	whether	open	or	behind	the	scenes,	generally	implies	the	lack	 of	 community	 services	 for	 the	 excluded	 group	 in	 question,	 something	 otherwise	normally	 available.	Molina	 and	 Tesfahuney	 have	 shown	 that	 the	 cultural	 and	 societal	exclusion	of	 certain	groups	or	sections	of	 society	equally	 results	 in	a	concentration	of	the	 excluded	 group	 into	 one	 area	 (Molina	 &	 Tesfahuney,	 1995)	 Exclusion	more	 than	often	 implies	 legal	 exclusion	 in	 the	 littoral	 sense	whereby	 the	 rights	 of	 the	 excluded	group	 are	 withheld	 or	 not	 enforced.	 These	 include	 the	 right	 and	 availability	 of	 legal	representation	and	police	protection.	In	all,	exclusion	leads	to	a	lack	of	rights	and	public	services.	Excluded	groups	are	denied	jobs	to	a	higher	degree	than	most	other	sections	of	society,	and	with	a	lack	of	income	generally	end	up	in	cheaper	or	neglected	areas.	These	areas	 usually	 have	 inadequate	 sanitation,	 leading	 to	 higher	 health	 risks,	 inadequate	medical	care	leading	to	a	more	unhealthy	population	and	a	higher	death	rate	and	lower	life	span,	a	lack	of	policing	which	in	turn	leads	to	a	higher	crime	rate	and	more	insecure	neighbourhood,	and	lack	of	schooling	which	leads	to	lower	paid	jobs	or	unemployment.	The	area	as	a	whole	dilapidates	and	slowly	runs	down	through	a	 lack	of	maintenance	and	leads	to	ghetto	formation.	Thus,	though	the	causes	of	ghetto	formation	in	Denmark	
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are	expected	 to	be	similar	 to	 these	case	studies,	 the	crux	of	 the	 issue	seems	not	 to	be	ethnicity,	but	the	exclusion	based	on	ethnicity.		The	 abovementioned	 cycle	 of	 events	 is	 typically	 used	 by	 mass	 media	 to	 justify	 the	exclusion	in	the	first	place,	as	will	be	discussed	in	the	chapter	of	media	coverage.	There	is	a	tendency	by	society	to	create	a	self-fulfilling	prophecy	by	focussing	on	the	general	state	 of	 the	 excluded	 group	 to	 justify	 their	 exclusion.	 This	 is	 clear	 from	 the	 popular	Danish	 media	 coverage	 on	 the	 topic,	 where	 crime	 and	 unemployment	 as	 well	 as	ghettoes	were	linked	to	ethnicity	instead	of	the	exclusion	based	on	ethnicity,	and	where	a	 general	 blame	was	 laid	 at	 the	 feet	 of	 non-ethnic	 Danes	 for	 a	 lack	 of	 willingness	 to	integrate	instead	of	a	lack	of	the	willingness	of	Danish	society	at	large	to	provide	equal	job	opportunities,	schooling	and	housing	i.e.	to	allow	integration	in	the	first	place.										Application	Of	Foucault	The	theories	of	Michel	Foucault	revolve	predominately	around	processes	of	power,	and	in	a	sense	the	ontology	of	power.		The	range	and	works	of	Foucault	are	so	vast	that	it	is	important	 to	 understand	 that	 what	 we	 are	 applying	 are	 only	 certain	 aspects	 of	 his	philosophical	 theories.	 When	 it	 comes	 to	 racism,	 ghettoes	 and	 trends	 in	 society,	including	political	 action,	Foucault´s	 theories	on	 the	presence	of	heterotopic	 spaces	 is	relevant	 in	 explaining	 the	 correlation	between	 all	 these	 trends	 and	 aspects	 of	 society	(Miskowiec,	1984,	p4)which	 shape	our	 cognitive	understanding.	Heterotopic	 spaces	are	more	than	physical	spaces,	they	are	metaphysical	spaces	within	society	which	come	into	existence	 almost	 automatically	 as	 society	 strives	 to	 create	 a	 utopia.	 	 In	 other	 words,	utopias	are	contradictory	ideas	which	always	express	themselves	as	an	approximation	of	 something	 idyllic.	 Heterotopic	 spaces	 can	 be	 explained	 in	 various	 ways,	 and	 give	physical	 spaces	 multiple	 meanings.	 As	 such	 a	 bank	 for	 instance	 is	 more	 than	 just	 a	building	where	one	can	deposit	money,	it	is	a	financial	institute	and	is	connected	in	the	bigger	and	more	metaphysical	sense	to	capitalism	as	a	political	system,	the	free	market	economy	and	the	consumer	society.		In	´Des	Espaces	Autres.	Heterotopies´	 Foucault	 identified	 several	 types	 of	 heterotopic	spaces,	 the	 latter	 of	 which	 were	 arguably	 by	 no	 means	 exhaustive.	 He	 equally	determined	 the	 characteristics	 of	 each	 of	 his	 spaces,	 yet	 in	 true	 philosophical	 style	reverted	to	semi-metaphorical	descriptions	to	explain	them	(Ibidem;	Foucault,	1984)	The	
	 50	
following	is	a	short	description	of	the	various	heterotopic	spaces	identified	by	Foucault,	along	 with	 some	 of	 their	 main	 characteristics	 as	 well	 as	 some	 general	 main	characteristics	of	heterotopic	spaces	in	general:		•											A	‘crisis	heterotopia’,	a	separate	space	for	coming	of	age	activities,	honeymoons	etc.			•	 ‘Heterotopias	of	deviation’,	institutions	for	individuals	whose	behaviour	is	outside	the	norm.	•		 'Heterotopias	of	ritual	or	purification'		•	 'Heterotopias	of	time'	such	as	museums	etc.	•		 ‘Heterotopia’	can	be	a	single	real	place	which	alters	its	heterotopia,	such	as	a	cinema																		showing	different	movies.			•		 'Heterotopia´	has	a	function	in	relation	to	all	of	the	remaining	spaces.	When	we	apply	this	scheme	to	ghettoes	we	need	to	first	rephrase	the	term	ghetto	in	the	right	light	and	in	a	way	so	as	to	make	it	understandable	in	terms	of	heterotopic	spaces.	First	and	foremost	ghettoes	are	argued	and	understood	by	among	others	such	scholars	as	Ewald	and	Fontana	as	the	outcome	of	the	effects	of	racism	(Ewald	&Fontana,	1978,	p6).	If	 one	 reformulates	 this	 in	 the	 sense	 of	 Foucault	 one	 could	 argue	 that	 ghettoes	 are	spaces	 in	which	 those	members	 of	 society	with	 a	 different	 skin	 colour,	 dress	 code	 or	religion	are	put,	and	whom	in	their	totality	represent	a	minority	of	mainstream	society.	In	 other	words,	 it	 is	 a	 space	 in	which	 sections	 of	 society	 are	 placed	 that	 are	 deemed	deviant	 in	 behaviour,	 and	 applies	 best	 to	 Foucault´s	 description	 of	 the	 heterotopia	 of	deviation.		The	presence	of	heterotopic	spaces	do	not	explain	 in	and	of	 themselves	 the	dynamics	that	 gave	 rise	 to	 these.	 As	 argued	 in	 the	 previous	 sub-section,	 heterotopias	 can	 be	argued	to	be	the	natural	side	product	of	the	attempts	at	creating	utopias	(Ibidem;	Macey,	2003,	 p.14-15).	 Ghettoes	 are	 areas	 in	 society	which	 are	 isolated	 from	 the	mainstream.	The	 fact	 that	 they	 are	 isolated	 is	 the	 physical	 expression	 of	 the	 rejection	 of	 their	inhabitants.	 The	 root	 of	 this	 rejection	 from	 mainstream	 society	 implies	 that	 the	inhabitants	 of	 ghettoes	 are	 seen	 as	 different	 from,	 and	 incompatible	 with	 society	 at	
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large.	 This	 exclusion	 is	 more	 than	 often	 ethnic	 bias	 and	 racism	 which	 results	 in	unemployment	 and	 a	 lack	 of	 schooling	 opportunities.	More	 to	 the	point	 however,	 the	exclusion	 on	 grounds	 of	 ethnicity	 can	 be	 argued	 to	 be	 the	 rejection	 of	 those	 deemed	different	from	mainstream	Danish	society,	and	as	such	deviant.		This	could	be	as	simple	as	 religion	 or	 skin	 colour,	 or	 the	 clothes	 one	 prefers	 to	 wear	 including	 the	 sensitive	issue	of	 full	 cover	veils	and	head	covering	scarves	by	Muslim	women.	Ghettoes	 fall	as	such	in	the	category	of	heterotopia	of	deviation,	and	express	a	space	both	physically	and	meta-physically	 of	 a	 section	 of	 society	 deemed	 different	 and	 expressing	 deviant	behaviour.					An	obvious	question	arises	of	what	exactly	 the	perception	of	 the	Danish	utopian	state	may	be.	An	indication	is	already	given	by	the	marriage	of	state	and	church	under	Danish	law.	 As	 such	 the	 Danish	 constitution	 and	 Danish	 law	 does	 not	 speak	 of	 merely	 the	Danish	Church,	 but	 of	 the	Danish	People´s	 Church,	 otherwise	 known	 as	 Folkekirke	 in	Danish.	 	This	status	and	name	equally	imply	that	it	has	an	automatic	representation	at	ministerial	 level,	 and	 is	 entitled	 to	 state	 funding.	 Similar	 to	 most	 constitutional	monarchies	the	monarch	is	equally	the	head	of	the	church,	which	cements	its	presence	firmly	within	 Danish	 society	 at	 large.	 There	 is	 a	 complex	 registration	 system	 for	 the	Danish	 church,	 which	 occurs	 automatically	 at	 birth.	 In	 other	 words,	 one	 has	 to	unregister	at	a	later	time	if	one	does	not	wish	to	be	a	member	of	the	church.	In	2013,	a	consensus	 showed	 that	 more	 than	 79%	 of	 the	 Danish	 citizens	 were	members	 of	 the	church	(Danmarks	Statestik,	Qviström,	2013).	These	figures	do	not	represent	the	number	of	 religiously	 engaged	 church	 members,	 and	 is	 more	 the	 result	 of	 the	 automatic	registration	than	the	success	of	the	church.	As	such	churches,	as	elsewhere	in	Western	Europe	remain	fairly	empty.	What	this	points	out	however	is	that	Denmark	continues	to	view	itself	first	and	foremost	as	a	Christian	nation,	both	culturally	as	well	as	legally.	It	is	impossible	to	make	an	exhaustive	list	of	how	to	culturally	describe	Denmark,	yet	within	the	 popular	 media	 as	 well	 as	 Danish	 policy	 the	 question	 of	 religion	 i.e.	 Christianity	versus	Islam,	is	arguably	the	most	significant	point	put	forward	as	the	main	reason	why	non-ethnic	Danes,	usually	considered	to	be	Muslim,	are	not	considered	fully	Danish.	 It	equally	means	that	current	utopic	views	do	not	include	Islam,	and	as	part	of	the	Danish	ideal.	 A	 description	 of	 Danish	 culture	 as	 it	 stands	 now	 implies	 a	 high	 degree	 of	Islamophobia,	 the	 latter	of	which	has	equally	become	apparent	 in	 the	Danish	political	
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landscape.	 According	 to	 Rasmussen	 racism	 and	 ethnic	 bias	 towards	 Muslims	 was	affirmed	in	the	2011	general	elections,	which	occurred	a	few	weeks	after	the	attack	on	the	World	Trade	Centre	in	New	York	by	Al	Qaida	(Rasmussen,	2011).	Within	the	political	debates	Islam	was	linked	to	terrorism	(Rasmussen,	2011),	and	as	such	rejected	as	being	un-Danish.						The	 increase	 of	 an	 ethnically	 biased	 attitude	 within	 Danish	 society	 developed	 into	Islamophobia,	which	 according	 to	Benbassa	became	 the	new	anti-Semitism	 (Benbassa,	n.d,	pp.	77-79).	As	such	 Islamophobia	began	 to	permeate	 the	political	and	bureaucratic	system,	 similar	 to	 the	 systemic	 discrimination	 suffered	 by	 Black	 Americans	 and	European	 Jews	 as	 recent	 as	 the	 past	 century.	 	 Foucault	 analysed	 racism,	 in	 this	 case	Danish	racism	towards	Danish	Muslims	and	immigrants,	not	merely	as	a	phenomenon	of	 society,	 but	 in	 terms	 of	 power	 (Ewald,	 F.	&	 Fontana,	 A.	 (ed)	 (1978)	 Security,	 Territory,	Population:	Michel	 Foucault.	 Delivered	 at	 the	 Colle’ge	 de	 France,	 p.288).	 Although	 Foucault	did	not	restrict	himself	solely	to	racism,	it	formed	a	special	case	and	a	central	tenet	in	his	 theories	on	the	biopolitic	and	the	dispositif	 (Foucault,	Society	Must	Be	Defended),	 the	latter	of	which	linked	state	racism	to	notions	of	power	with	the	sole	purpose	to	regulate	populations,	and	in	the	worst	case	regulate	their	extinction.	This	regulatory	power	was	not	 the	 absolute	 power	 monarchs	 in	 the	 past	 had	 over	 the	 life	 and	 death	 over	individuals,	such	as	executions,	but	power	as	residing	 in	the	state	and	society	at	 large	over	which	populations	to	allow	to	flourish,	and	which	populations	to	hinder,	or	not	let	live.	In	short	biopolitics	focusses	on	life,	and	not	death.	Racism	however	forms	its	only	mechanism	 to	 directly	 administer	 death	 and	 the	 right	 to	 kill	(https://sydney.edu.au/contretemps/4september2004/Kelly.pdf	 M.Kelly	 p.60).	 When	one	 links	 this	 biopolitical	 aspect	 i.e.	which	 segment	 of	 a	 population	 to	 not	 let	 live,	 to	ghettoes,	and	when	one	understands	 that	 the	Danish	ghetto	plan	 itself	 introduced	 the	term	 immigrant	 as	well	 as	non-ethnical	Danes	 as	part	 and	parcel	 of	 the	notion	of	 the	ghetto,	it	can	be	argued	through	Foucault	that	Islamophobia	within	Danish	society	and	within	 the	 Danish	 political	 landscape	 can	 be	 seen	 as	 the	 regulatory	 force	 which	withholds	 the	 development	 of	 the	 Danish	 Muslim	 population	 and	 the	 immigrant	population	by	denying	 these	opportunities	 for	 jobs,	 careers,	 decent	housing	 and	 legal	representation,	 and	 thus	 concentrating	 them	 into	 small	 areas	 of	 neglected	 and	dilapidated	 neighbourhoods.	 The	 regulatory	 decisions	made	 by	 the	 government	 with	
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respects	 to	 the	 ghetto	 list	 and	 the	 ghetto	plan,	 and	 the	normative	 links	 these	 assume	with	 ethnic	 background	must	 be	 seen	 in	 this	 light.	 In	 other	 words,	 the	 ghetto	 is	 the	physical	expression	of	this	regulatory	force	and	shows	how	it	continues	to	try	to	drive	these	sections	of	Danish	society	subtly	into	extinction.	Indeed,	life	expectancy	is	shorter	in	ghettoes	due	to	lack	of	sanitation,	healthcare	and	the	presence	of	higher	crime	rates,	and	is	related	to	lower	incomes	of	the	population	in	the	area.		(http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/disability-and-health-measurement/inequality-in-healthy-life-expectancy-at-birth-by-national-deciles-of-area-deprivation-england/2009-11/stb---ineqality-in-hle.html).	(http://mlyon01.wordpress.com/2007/09/24/black-mens-shorter-life-span-may-be-attributable-in-part-to-the-stresses-of-their-position-in-society/)	Ethnic	bias	and	Islamophobia,	and	their	regulatory	 in	the	Foucauldian	sense,	 form	the	foundation	in	understanding	the	actions	and	policies	as	put	forward	by	both	the	Danish	government	as	well	as	societal	trends	at	large.	Seen	from	the	point	of	view	of	biopolitic,	the	proposals	put	 forth	by	 the	government,	which	continue	to	dominate	public	policy,	are	 logical.	 In	 other	 words,	 in	 the	 biopolitical	 sense,	 the	 stringent	 immigration	 laws	introduced	at	 the	 time,	 and	 the	anti-immigration	platform	and	 islamophobia	platform	currently	 gaining	 momentum	 in	 the	 country,	 were	 to	 be	 expected.	 The	 European	Monitoring	Centre	on	Racism	and	Xenophobia	 found	 that	 in	2005	a	sizable	portion	of	the	private	 housing	 industry	 in	Denmark	 refused	 to	 let	 out	 apartments	 and	 rooms	 to	Danes	of	non-ethnic	origin	(Harrisson	&	Phillipa).	This	refusal	is	indicative	of	the	deeper	underlying	 forces	 in	 Danish	 society	 which	 refer	 non-ethnical	 Danish	 citizens	 and	immigrants	 to	 specific	 locations,	 and	 as	 such	 concentrate	 them	 within	 certain	 areas.	From	 a	 Foucauldian	 perspective,	 and	 as	 argued	 in	 the	 previous	 section,	 these	 areas	where	 the	 rejected	 of	 mainstream	 society	 are	 concentrated	 can	 be	 viewed	 as	 a	heterotopic	spaces	of	deviation,	and	can	be	said	to	be	the	result	of	creating	a	utopia,	or	the	 perception	 of	 a	 Danish	 utopia	 (Miskowiec,1984,p4).The	 high	 concentration	 of	disenfranchised	 and	 disempowered	 inhabitants	 in	 these	 areas	 leads	 to	 rapid	degradation	and	dilapidation,	with	higher	crime	rates	and	lower	quality	of	life	and	life	expectancy,	 i.e.	 ghetto	 formation	 (http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/rel/disability-and-
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health-measurement/inequality-in-healthy-life-expectancy-at-birth-by-national-deciles-of-area-deprivation--england/2009-11/stb---inequality-in-hle-html).		From	the	view	of	public	policy,	the	ghetto	scheme	in	itself	is	an	indication	that	populist	anti-immigration	 and	 Islamophobic	 notions	 are	 being	 made	 part	 and	 parcel	 of	 the	bureaucratic	machinery.	Two	factors	which	were	emphasized	both	by	the	media	as	well	as	 the	 political	 establishment	 have	 been	 influential	 in	 semantically	 linking	 ethnicity,	ghetto,	 crime	 and	 unemployment.	 First	 and	 foremost	 the	 ghetto	 policy	 introduced	ethnicity	as	a	determining	factor	of	ghettoes	and	run-down	neighbourhood.	In	this	way	the	 term	 ghetto	 was	 officially	 synonymous	 with	 ethnicity.	 Secondly,	 there	 was	 great	emphasis	on	crime,	despite	the	fact	that	schooling	and	unemployment	are	equally	part	of	the	ghetto	plan.	In	addition	to	this	however,	the	threshold	crime	rate	for	ghettoes	is	set	 at	 a	 remarkably	 lower	 index	 than	 for	 example	 the	 US,	 the	 latter	 of	which	will	 be	discussed	 in	 the	 next	 section.	 As	 such	 the	 policies	 were	 able	 to	merge	 ethnicity	 and	crime	under	one	caption,	and	link	the	whole	to	ghettoes.	In	addition	they	were	able	to	do	 this	 with	 relative	 ease	 for	 all	 areas	 where	 predominately	 non-ethnical	 Danish	citizens	and	immigrants	live	despite	the	comparatively	lower	crime	rates	in	comparison	to	for	example	the	US.		Although	the	demographic	percentages	with	respects	to	crime	and	unemployment	in	a	ghetto	differ	from	country	to	country	and	from	city	to	city,	the	following	crime	rates	and	unemployment	rates	are	an	indication	of	the	radical	differences	that	exist	between	the	Danish	 interpretation	 and	 that	 of	 America.	 In	 Michigan	 for	 example,	 the	 Flint	neighbourhood	 is	designated,	or	popularly	 indicated	 to	be	a	ghetto.	The	crime	rate	 in	this	 area	 stands	 at	 7.5	%,	 which	 is	 higher	 than	 the	 average	 rate	 for	 its	 surrounding	neighbourhoods.	As	mentioned	earlier,	Denmark	has	a	much	lower	crime	rate	threshold	for	what	it	considered	to	be	a	ghetto.	As	such	the	crime	rate	set	by	the	government	in	the	 ghetto	 plan	 and	 the	 ghetto	 list	 stands	 at	 2,7	 %	 (Neighbourhood	 Scout	 2013).	 The	difference	between	what	is	considered	to	be	a	typical	crime	rate	of	a	ghetto	in	America	is	 thus	 almost	 three	 times	 higher	 than	 what	 the	 Danish	 right	 wing	 government	considers	to	be	typical.	In	addition	to	this,	the	ghetto	plan	and	the	rates	set	forth	with	respects	to	education	and	unemployment	were	combined	in	a	strange	and	unclear	way.	The	resulting	rate	indicated	a	rather	high	index	of	unemployment	and	lack	of	schooling	which	stood	at	40%.	Due	to	the	vague	nature	of	this	index,	it	is	hard	to	relate	the	rate	to	
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either	unemployment	or	lack	of	schooling,	and	makes	it	rather	ambiguous	to	interpret.	It	must	be	stated	at	this	point	that	the	crime	rate,	unemployment	rate	and	rate	of	lack	of	schooling	 stands	on	average	higher	 in	 the	United	States	of	America	 than	 in	Denmark.	Although	this	may	influence	what	is	considered	a	ghetto	for	both	states,	there	is	on	the	other	hand	the	UN	guidelines	from	which	Denmark	equally	deviates.										As	will	be	elaborated	on	in	chapter	5,	with	the	case	of	Aldersrogade	as	a	typical	average	neighbourhood	on	the	list,	a	sizable	portion	of	the	areas	targeted	by	the	ghetto	plan	and	the	ghetto	list	feel	they	are	not	a	ghetto,	and	as	such	have	arguably	been	branded	and	stigmatized	 without	 any	 firm	 basis.	 From	 a	 Foucauldian	 point	 of	 view	 this	 makes	apparent	 that	eventually	all	neighbourhoods	with	a	higher	percentage	of	non-ethnical	Danish	citizens,	Muslims	and	 immigrants,	would	be	 targeted,	whether	 justified	or	not,	and	made	subject	to	the	radical	conditions	as	set	forth	by	the	ghetto	plan.		The	combination	of	 the	three	criteria	 in	the	32	point	scheme	of	 the	ghetto	plan	are	 in	effect	a	question	of	tilting	the	statistics	in	favour	of	stigmatization	of	ethnic	minorities.	The	 effects	 of	 the	 criteria,	 their	 combination	 and	 their	 application	 increases	 the	probability	 of	 being	 able	 to	 link	 ethnicity,	 immigration	 and	 Islam	 to	 unemployment,	crime	and	lack	of	schooling.	It	has	been	sufficiently	argued	by	Magnusson	and	Jørgensen	that	 higher	 rates	 of	 unemployment	 are	 linked	 to	 higher	 rates	 of	 crime,	 and	 can	 be	argued	to	be	two	sides	of	the	same	coin	(Magnusson	and	Jørgenesen,	1981).	They	are	of	course	 important	 factors	 in	 the	process	of	 ghettoization.	 In	 light	of	 the	 criteria	as	put	forward	in	the	Danish	ghetto	plan,	the	key	point	of	this	thesis	is	their	link	to	ethnicity.	Kirilova	has	 argued	 that	 the	 social	 exclusion	 of	 non-ethnic	Danish	 citizens	 from	main	stream	society	has	resulted	in	elevated	rates	of	unemployment	for	these	sections	of	the	population	(Kirilova,2013).	When	one	leaves	aside	the	question	of	how	high	crime	rates	are	in	the	areas	designated	as	ghettoes	i.e.	the	lower	2.7%	,	the	higher	unemployment	is	expected	 to	 result	 in	 higher	 crime	 rates	 precisely	 due	 to	 the	 fact	 of	 the	 exclusion	 of	certain	 ethnic	 minorities	 from	 the	 job	 market.	 As	 such,	 and	 taking	 all	 of	 the	abovementioned	 aspects	 into	 consideration,	 a	 picture	 emerges	 of	 a	 full	 proof	 societal	trap	which	 operates	 on	 a	 large	 scale,	 yet	 cannot	 be	pinned	down	 to	 one	 or	 the	 other	section	of	society.		By	excluding	employment	and	housing	based	on	ethnic	background,	ethnic	minorities	are	both	slowly	concentrated	in	areas	as	well	as	forced	into	a	situation	where	 higher	 crime	 rates	 develop.	 The	 cycle	 of	 this	 self-full-filling	 prophecy	 is	
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completed	by	 subsequently	 identifying	 these	 areas	 as	 ghettoes,	 and	despite	 the	much	lower	 crime	 rate	 than	 for	 example	 the	 United	 States,	 pointing	 out	 that	 ethnicity,	elevated	crime-rate	and	dilapidated	neighbourhoods	are	indeed	linked.		The	abovementioned	phenomenon	is	a	clear	indication	of	the	dynamics	of	the	biopolitic,	and	how	undesirable	sections	of	a	population	are	separated	and	eliminated	(Macey,2003,	pp.247-249)	through	the	absence	of	basic	needs	vital	in	today´s	survival	within	modern	society.	Put	in	more	direct	terms,	ghettoes	are	created	by	Danish	society	to	concentrate	and	not	´let	 live´	non-ethnic	Danish	minorities,	and	as	such	slowly	eliminate	these	sub	cultures	within	Danish	society.	The	media	and	political	platforms	which	advocate	news	and	policy	based	on	ethnic	bias	are	an	expression	of	this	biopolitical	control.				Demolish	Instead	Of	Refurbish		In	his	seminal	work	Society	Must	be	Defended,	Foucault	argues	racism	to	be	a	primary	regulating	 force,	 and	 an	 important	 part	 of	 the	 biopolitical	 power	 which	 steers	 and	guides	 actions	 through	 the	 dispositif,	 and	 of	 which	 the	 ultimate	 aim	 is	 to	 eliminate	deviants	/	undesirables	from	society.	Although	this	destruction	is	a	gradual	process	in	the	 strict	 biopolitical	 sense,	 state-racism	 is	 the	 mechanism	 by	 which	 it	 can	 directly	destroy,	 such	 as	 for	 instance	 genocide	 during	 wars.	 This	 puts	 the	 proposals	 of	 the	committee	 on	 the	 ghetto	 issue	 in	 a	 worrying	 light.	 The	 ruling	 coalition	 at	 the	 time	stipulated	 to	 demolish	 neighbourhoods	 designated	 as	 ghettoes	 on	 the	 ghetto	 list.	Besides	 this	 Foucauldian	 worry,	 the	 demolition	 of	 low	 value	 neighbourhoods	 and	subsequent	 construction	 of	 expensive	 new	 living	 blocks	 creates	 gentrification	 and	leaves	open	 the	question	where	 the	original	 low	 income	population	will	 find	housing.	This	 creates	 new	 sets	 of	 problems	 especially	 for	 urban	 planners	 as	 affordable	 low	income	 housing	 gradually	 disappears	 leaving	 in	 theory	 low	 income	 families	 without	adequate	 shelter	 or	 official	 registration.	 From	 the	 biopolitical	 and	 dispositif	 point	 of	view	however	it	makes	perfect	sense	as	part	of	the	method	to	displace	and	subsequently	eliminate	rejected	segments	of	the	population	(Miskowiec,1984,	p.4).	There	is	however	an	important	 aspect	within	 this	 process	which	 has	 thus	 far	 not	 been	 elaborated	 on:	 the	media	and	the	focus	of	news	and	topics.	As	argued	by	Herman	&	Chomsky,	the	following	section	will	show	that	in	the	Danish	case	consent	is	indeed	manufactured.	By	discourse	
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analysis	it	will	be	shown	how	public	policy	works	in	tandem	with	media	coverage,	and	how	 popular	 consent,	 in	 this	 case	 racist	 popular	 consent,	 is	 engineered	 to	 reinforce	political	policy	in	an	endless	circle.		Media	Response		There	are	a	number	of	studies	 that	show	a	strong	correlation	between	politics,	media	and	public.	According	to	Herman	&	Chomsky,	there	is	a	clear	pattern	between	the	focus	of	 the	political	elite	and	 the	subsequent	 focus	of	 the	media.	The	 relationship	between	politics	and	media	is	argued	as	one	in	which	the	political	institutes	use	the	media	outlets	to	 create	 consent	 (Herman,Edward	 S;	 Chomsky,	 Noam.	 Manufacturing	 Consent.New	York:Panthenon	 Books).	 By	 focussing	 on	 editorial	 bias	 a	 picture	 emerges	 whereby	 the	media	 selects	 which	 topics	 to	 cover	 and	 which	 not,	 and	 this	 is	 more	 than	 often	politically	 motivated,	 and	 according	 to	 Herman	 &	 Chomsky	 dictated	 by	 powerful	financial	 interests.	 In	 another	 study	 by	 McCombs	 and	 Wacqant,	 popular	 media	 are	showed	 to	 be	 intimately	 connected	 to	 the	 general	 public	 (McCombs,2004,68)	(Wacquant,2008,p.171),	 and	 finally	 McCombs	 &	 Shaw	 have	 pointed	 out	 the	 various	agendas	 that	 the	media	 set,	 one	 of	which	 is	 the	 political	 agenda	 (McCombs,	M;Shaw,	D	(1972).	 “The	agenda-setting	 function	of	mass	media”.	Public	Opinion	Quarterly	36	 (2)).	 In	 all	one	can	argue	that	the	popular	media	is	an	extremely	effective	tool	used	by	the	political	and	financial	establishments	which	can	heavily	influence,	and	indeed	manufacture	ideas	and	consent	within	society	at	large.		There	 is	 a	 strong	 correlation	 between	 topics	 chosen	 by	 the	 media,	 the	 frequency	 of	publication	 of	 these	 topics	 and	 public	 consent.	 During	 the	 ghetto	 discourse,	 this	correlation	 between	 media	 and	 public	 consent	 was	 equally	 evident.	 After	 the	 ruling	coalition	 introduced	 the	 ghetto	 topic,	 as	well	 as	 their	 proposed	 ghetto	 list	 and	 ghetto	plan,	the	media	picked	up	the	topic	and	started	to	prioritize	and	publish	reports	related	to	the	ghetto	topic.	The	introduction	of	ethnicity	to	the	ghetto	topic	however	can	be	said	to	have	been	gaining	momentum	prior	to	the	2010	debates.	Ethnic	bias	and	racism	have	been	argued	to	have	increased	already	during	the	prior	decade	of	the	1980´s.	As	there	are	a	host	of	scholars	who	have	conducted	surveys	regarding	this	surge	in	racism	and	ethnic	bias,	 this	paper	will	 refrain	 from	going	 in	depth	 into	 the	 topic,	and	 instead	will	simply	 refer	 to	 existing	 research.	 As	 such	 it	 should	 be	 mentioned	 that	 Dindler	 and	
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Olesen	 (1988),	 Karen	 Wren	 (2001)	 and	 Hussain,	 Yilmaz	 and	 O´Conner	 (1997)	 have	conducted	relevant	research	to	this	thesis.	In	short	these	researchers	have	showed	that	the	Danish	media	started	to	increase	in	hostility	towards	non-ethnical	Danes,	Muslims	and	the	immigrant	sections	of	Danish	society.			This	trend	within	the	media	continued	to	grow	 during	 the	 eighties.	 According	 to	 Unesco,	 the	 media	 publications	 that	 were	published	 during	 this	 period	 were	 shown	 to	 have	 nationalistic	 and	 racist	 aspects	(Hussain,	1993).		The	main	focus	of	this	thesis	is	on	Politiken,	which	is	a	moderately	right	wing,	or	more	precisely	 a	 social	 liberal	 daily	 newspaper	 that	 started	 to	 cover	 the	 ghetto	 debate	 in	2010.	Politiken	however	was	not	the	only	media	outlet	that	covered	the	debate.	Other	more	 populist	 newspapers	 such	 as	 Jyllandsposten	 and	 Ekstra	 Bladet,	 respectively	 a	liberal-conservative	daily	newspaper	and	a	tabloid,	have	reported	on	the	topic	in	equal	measure.	Both	however	are	located	even	more	to	the	right,	and	may	even	be	considered	populist	 in	nature.	Due	to	the	fact	however	that	Karen	Wren	has	already	incorporated	these	 newspapers	 in	 her	 research,	 this	 thesis	 chose	 to	 focus	 on	 the	 remaining	 of	 the	three	 big	 newspapers.	 Since	 Politiken	 is	 considered	 to	 be	moderately	 right,	 which	 is	arguably	just	a	relative	term,	the	coverage	that	will	be	analysed	will	be	less	populist	in	nature.	 The	 conclusions	 of	 the	 discourse	 analysis	 of	 Politiken	 will	 be	 shown	 to	 be	consistent	with	Karen	Wren´s	conclusions	with	respects	to	ethnic	bias	and	racism,	and	are	 as	 such	 a	 reconfirmation	 of	 her	 study.	 The	 purpose	 of	 this	 discourse	 analytical	section	will	be	to	identify	the	trend	of	the	term	ghetto	and	how	the	content	of	the	topic	changes	over	time.		The	analysis	will	cover	a	seventeen	year	period	and	will	start	with	issues	from	1993	and	continue	to	2009,	 leading	up	to	the	2010	debate	on	ghettos.	These	articles	will	clearly	illustrate	how	the	semantic	of	the	word	ghetto	changed	meaning	over	a	roughly	twenty	year	 period	 to	 include	 ethnic	 background	 as	 a	 primary	 factor	 related	 to	 crime	 and	dilapidated	 neighbourhoods.	 In	 all	 ten	 articles	 as	 they	 appeared	 in	 Politiken	 were	chosen	 and	 analysed.	 They	were	 taken	 from	 issues	 spread	 evenly	 over	 the	 period	 in	question.	The	following	is	an	overview	and	general	summary	of	the	articles	in	English.		The	first	article	´The	Truth	on	the	Creation	of	Ghettoes´	is	fairly	moderate	and	discusses	how	it	is	wrong	to	assume	that	ghettoes	equate	to	ethnicity,	or	in	other	words	that	the	
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presence	of	immigrants,	Muslims	or	non-ethnic	Danish	citizens	translate	to	a	ghetto.	It	mentions	that	factors	such	as	income,	public	nuisance,	alcohol	consumption	and	crime	rates	should	form	a	sizable	part	of	the	discussion.	
Ghettoization	 in	 Denmark	 is	 not	 a	 question	 about	 immigrants.	 (Rasmussen,	 1993)	(Ærlighed	om	Ghettodannelser,	9th	okt.)	On	 the	whole	 the	article	 is	 fairly	 at	par	with	 the	accepted	research	within	socio-economic	studies	and	urban	development	studies	that	a	host	of	other	factors	besides	ethnicity	come	into	play	when	one	speaks	of	ghettoization,	which	 further	 include	 schooling,	 employment,	 career	 opportunities,	 public	 safety	services	such	as	police,	health	and	urban	 location.	This	attitude	 towards	ghettoes	and	ethnicity	already	shows	slight	signs	of	changing	two	years	later.	The	article	´but	at	night	they	control	the	streets´.	 	of	the	24th	of	February	1995,	already	hints	at	a	polarization	on	the	streets	based	on	ethnicity	(´Men	I	nat	styrer	de	gaden´).		The	content	of	the	article	focuses	on	 the	 lack	of	safety	on	 the	streets	at	night	attributed	 to	what	 is	described	as	gangs	of	non-ethnic	Danish	youths	who	rule	the	streets´	nightlife	and	who	have	turned	certain	areas	into	ghettoes.	This	rising	trend	in	ethnic	bias	is	more	evident	from	articles	on	 the	 topic	 of	 1997	 and	 1999.	 These	 articles	 however	mention	 governmental	 policy	and	 political	 parties	 for	 the	 first	 time,	 with	 increasing	 criticism	 of	 the	 ruling	 social-democratic	 coalition.	The	 following	 excerpt	 is	 taken	 from	 the	1999	article:	 Enormous	scepticism	of	S	on	austerities:				The	media	was	quiet	on	the	dark	skinned	youths	in	the	cities´	ghettoes	in	the	first	half	of	
this	 year.	But	 in	 the	 summer	 things	 spiralled	out	of	 control	after	 two	 immigrant	groups	
clashed	 in	 Odense´s	 suburb	 Vollsmose.	 (Massiv	 skepsis	 I	 S	 over	 for	 stramninger,	 Egelund,	1999)	The	emphasis	of	the	topic,	and	focus	is	on	skin	colour,	immigrants	and	ghettoes,	and	above	all	how	violent	they	are.	The	article	forms	a	turning	point	in	the	debate	as	it	describes	 for	 the	 first	 time	 the	 more	 populist	 description	 of	 what	 a	 ghetto	 is.	 This	semantic	description	would	basically	gain	in	strength	in	the	years	to	come,	and	slowly	become	 internalised	and	normalised	within	public	opinion	as	 is	 clear	 in	 the	 following	articles	 from	 respectively	 2003,	 2004	 and	 2006.	 Firstly,	 in	 2003	 the	 article	´Ambassadors	in	Housing	Blocks´decsribed	the	ghetto	as:	
		A	 small	 community	 with	 all	 the	 classic	 signs	 of	 a	 ghetto:	 many	 bilingual	 people,	 high	
unemployment	and	boring	crime.	(Nielsen,	18th	February,	Ambassadører	I	boligblokkene´)	It	
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must	be	stated	at	this	point	that	the	Danish	term	bilingual	(tosprogede)	is	a	politically	correct	way	of	referring	to	non-ethnical	Danes	and	immigrants.	The	article	relates	to	the	ghetto	as	something	which	implies	the	question	of	ethnicity,	and	even	speaks	of	it	as	a	classic	 sign.	 It	 is	 clear	 that	 by	 2003	 the	 semantic	 of	 the	 Danish	 ghetto	 increasingly	implied	 the	 marriage	 of	 ethnicity,	 unemployment	 and	 crime.	 In	 the	 2004	 article	Heslingør	 ghetto	 on	 its	way	 out	 of	 the	 swamp	 the	 extent	 of	 ethnic	 bias	 is	made	 very	clear		Vapnagaard	has	 been	 known	as	 a	 ghetto	 in	Helsingør	 –	 built	 in	 the	 sixties	 just	 a	 small	
distance	 from	the	centre	and	about	1000	of	 the	4000	 inhabitants	 is	of	a	different	ethnic	
origin	 than	Danish.	 	 	 (Helsingørs	 ghetto	 på	 vej	 ud	 af	 sumpen,	 Trier)	 The	 relevance	 of	 the	article	is	that	it	shows	that	even	if	only	a	quarter	of	the	local	population	is	ethnically	not	Danish,	it	is	assumed	relevant	because	it	is	a	ghetto.	In	other	words,	the	understanding	of	the	term	ghetto	implies	the	presence	of	non-ethnical	Danes,	and	whether	or	not	they	represent	a	majority	or	minority	is	irrelevant.	This	trend	is	equally	visible	in	the	2006	article	Copenhagen	ghetto	is	looking	for	inhabitants	with	fixed	jobs	which	states	that	:		Tingbjerg	has	become	Copenhagen’s	biggest	ghetto	where	60	per	cent	of	the	inhabitants	
are	of	non-Danish	ethnicity	and	where	43.7	per	cent	 suffer	unemployment	 (Københavnsk	ghetto	søger	beboer	med	fast	arbejde,	Vennekelde).	The	following	excerpts	are	from	articles	as	 they	appeared	 in	Politiken	 in	2008	and	2009	respectively.	The	 first	 article	entitled	Pind	wants	 to	survey	 twelve	year	olds	electronically,	 is	a	 report	on	proposed	policing	and	judicial	policies	which	would	solely	target	inhabitants	of	so	called	ghettoes	on	the	basis	 of	 ethnic	 background.	 Due	 to	 the	 inclusion	 of	 ethnic	 background	 as	 one	 of	 the	primary	 areas	 of	 focus	within	 the	 ghetto	 debate,	 it	 effectively	 translated	 into	 tougher	sanctions	against	those	of	non-ethnic	Danish	background.	The	article	equally	discusses	a	 proposal	 put	 forward	 by	 the	 political	 party	 Venstre	 to	 electronically	 survey	inhabitants	with	a	non-ethnical	Danish	background,	including	12	year	olds.	This	legally	challenging	proposal	was	equally	included	within	the	broader	proposed	policies	at	the	time,	which	in	some	cases	was	put	into	effect.		The	article	equally	mentions	on	the	other	hand	the	necessity	of	a	less	confrontational	solution.	The	police	commissioner	pointed	out	that	bridges	needed	to	be	built	with	the	targeted	communities	as	a	vital	part	of	the	solution.			
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Finally,	an	article	of	the	31st	of	January	2009	touches	on	the	issue	from	a	slightly	more	intellectual	angle.	The	article	is	an	interview	with	Mette	Frederiksen,	who	is	one	of	the	leading	figures	within	the	social	democrats.	Her	leftist	ideas	notwithstanding,	she	makes	a	few	statements	which	one	usually	comes	across	to	the	right	of	the	political	spectrum,	and	which	 could	 be	 interpreted	 as	 populist	 blunt	 rhetoric.	 Mette	 Frederiksen	 argues	that:			If	 we	 allow	 ghetto	 areas	 to	 grow,	we	will	 create	 a	 new	 ethnic	 sub-class	 in	 Denmark	where	 it	will	 be	 a	 given	 that	 children	with	 an	 immigration	background	will	 have	 less	education	than	all	the	other	children.	That	they	will	have	a	tougher	time	getting	a	 job,	that	a	larger	group	ends	up	in	crime	and	jail.	(Børsting,	2009).	 		In	 short,	 she	 points	 out	 the	 fear	 that	 non-ethnic	 Danes	 will	 become	marginalized	 as	ghettoes	grow.	She	fails	however	to	understand	the	wider	and	more	problematic	of	the	ghetto,	one	as	a	result	of	inherent	and	systemic	racism	within	Danish	society.	It	might	be	justly	stated	that	a	growth	in	ghettoes	would	mean	a	growth	in	a	lack	of	schooling,	crime	and	unemployment,	 and	 a	 stigmatization	of	 non-ethnic	Danes,	 yet	 fails	 to	 understand	that	the	very	existence	of	the	ghetto	can	be	argued	to	be	merely	the	visible	symptom	of	exclusion	within	the	community,	and	that	its	growth	is	not	the	core	problem.	This	lack	of	understanding	is	equally	made	clear	from	her	proposal	that:		…the	state	should	play	a	much	bigger	role	and	should	use	controversial	tools	to	make	Denmark	ghetto	free.	(Børsting,	2009).	 		As	 such	 she	 assumes	 that	 the	 solutions	 to	 the	 problem	 of	 ghetto	 formation	 lie	 with	immigrants	and	non-ethnic	Danes,	and	not	with	the	wider	problems	which	give	rise	to	ghetto	 formation.	This	 equally	puts	her	 at	par	with	 the	 consensus	 across	 the	political	spectrum	 that	 ghettoization	 and	 ethnicity	 go	 hand	 in	 hand,	 and	 that	 an	 aggressive	stance	towards	inhabitants	based	solely	on	ethnic	back	ground	is	key	in	fighting	ghetto	formation.	Analysis	Media	Response	The	analysis	of	the	newspaper	articles	in	Politiken	show	that	initially	the	discussions	on	ghettoes	were	 still	 somewhat	 subdued,	 and	not	yet	 fully	popularistic	with	 respects	 to	ethnicity	and	immigration.	In	the	1993	article	by	Rasmussen,	ethnicity	is	even	argued	to	
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be	 irrelevant	 in	 the	 discussion	 on	 ghettoes,	 and	 that	 any	 correlation	 is	 baseless.	 The	article	 continues	 to	 point	 out	 that	 other	 factors	 such	 as	 alcohol	 consumption,	unemployment	 and	 crime	 statistics	 are	 primary	 factors	 and	 important	 aspects	 when	one	 studies	 ghettoes,	 and	 that	 therefore	 any	 solutions	 must	 take	 these	 traits	 into	account	if	there	is	to	be	any	meaningful	approach	to	the	ghetto	problematic.	This	article	however	is	a	prelude	to	the	introduction	of	ethnicity	in	the	debate.	Within	a	short	span	of	two	years	ethnicity	is	already	hinted	at	with	increasing	amounts	of	emphasis.	By	the	time	of	the	1999	article	by	Egelund	articles	speak	almost	solely	in	terms	of	immigrant	gangs,	 crime	 and	 ghettoes.	 Gradually	 other	 factors	 which	 were	 deemed	 vital	 in	 the	debate	on	ghettoes	at	the	start	of	the	nineties,	such	as	alcoholism	and	unemployment,	lose	 ground	 to	 the	 topic	 of	 ethnicity	 and	 crime.	 In	 other	 words,	 there	 is	 a	 clear	 and	visible	shift	in	the	semantic	description	of	the	term	ghetto	in	the	popular	media	which	goes	 from	 debating	 if	 ethnicity	 should	 be	 included	 in	 its	 description,	 to	 describing	ghettoes	 as	 immigrant	 and	 non-ethnic	 Danish	 areas	 with	 a	 high	 crime	 rate	 and	 high	incidences	 of	 gang	 related	 violence.	 	 As	 such	 other	 relevant	 factors	 such	 as	 alcohol	abuse,	unemployment	and	schooling	are	reduced	to	a	footnote	and	fail	to	be	mentioned	properly	at	all.		The	 increasing	emphasis	on	ethnicity	as	part	and	parcel	of	ghetto	and	crime	arguably	enters	 a	 new	 direction	 as	 is	 clear	 from	 the	 2004	 article	 by	 Trier.	 Whereas	 previous	articles	 mention	 ethnicity	 as	 part	 of	 the	 ghetto	 description	 based	 on	 demographic	numbers	i.e.	most	inhabitants	are	non-ethnic	Danes	or	immigrants,	the	2004	article	on	the	ghettoes	in	Helsingør	on	the	other	hand	mention	ethnicity	as	a	major	factor	despite	the	fact	that	ethnic	Danes	outnumber	non-ethnic	Danes	by	four	to	one.	In	other	words,	the	new	semantic	description	of	the	ghetto	makes	numbers	of	inhabitants	irrelevant	to	the	 validity	 of	 the	 discussion.	 By	making	 it	 possible	 to	 explain	 a	 ghetto	 in	 terms	 of	 a	demographic	majority	 of	 immigrants	 and	non-ethnic	Danes,	 but	 equally	 in	 terms	 of	 a	demographic	minority	of	non-ethnic	Danes	and	immigrants,	the	relevance	and	impact	of	actual	numbers	is	custom	fitted	to	suit	the	case	in	question.	If	a	targeted	area	happens	to	have	a	majority	of	non-ethnic	Danish	inhabitants,	this	is	argued	as	statistically	relevant	to	 the	 discussion.	 If	 a	 targeted	 area	 on	 the	 other	 hand	 happens	 to	 have	 an	 ethnical	Danish	 majority,	 the	 non-ethnic	 Danish	 minority	 will	 still	 be	 mentioned	 as	 a	 crucial	point	 in	 the	debate.	 It	 is	 in	short	 the	creation	of	a	win-win	 formula	 in	which	ethnicity	
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becomes	the	main	point	regardless.	This	trend	makes	it	possible	for	subsequent	articles	to	further	emphasize	ethnicity	as	part	and	parcel	of	the	ghetto	and	the	ghetto	problem	without	having	to	justify	statistical	relevance,	and	without	having	to	argue	on	the	basis	of	hard	statistical	evidence.	From	a	semantic	point	of	view	ethnicity	became	something	inherent	in	the	description	of	ghettoes	which	did	not	need	further	or	deeper	arguments.	It	became	synonymous	with	two	of	the	ghettoes	other	semantic	meanings:	that	of	high	crime	 rate,	 high	 gang	 crime	 and	 high	 unemployment.	 	 In	 short,	 the	 ghetto	 became	increasingly	described	as	an	area	of	 immigrants,	non-ethnical	Danes,	high	gang	crimes	and	high	unemployment.		By	 the	 time	 of	 the	 ghetto	 debate	 of	 2010,	 the	 government	 took	 the	 new	 semantic	meaning	 of	 ghetto	 as	 their	 starting	 point,	 and	 as	 such	 ethnicity	 became	 the	 natural	assumption	along	with	crime	and	unemployment.				Manufacturing	Consent	And	Setting	Political	Agendas	The	 articles	 show	 a	 clear	 correlation	 between	 racism,	media-	 and	 public	 opinion	 and	political	action.	With	the	rise	of	the	right	wing	populist	movement	in	Denmark,	and	the	success	 of	 populist	 and	 right	 wing	 parties	 in	 parliamentary	 elections,	 there	 was	 an	increased	 racist	 tone	within	 the	 public	media	which	 became	 fully	 pronounced	within	the	debate	on	ghettoes	in	the	nineties.	This	reaction	from	the	media	makes	sense	when	viewed	from	the	point	of	view	that	its	purpose	was	to	manufacture	consent	dictated	by	the	political	elite,	which	would	provide	a	positive	 feedback	 for	governmental	policies.	When	one	focuses	solely	on	the	media	coverage,	it	can	be	argued	that	there	was	a	bias	with	respects	to	what	should	be	published,	and	what	not.	It	is	especially	relevant	to	the	fifth	filter	of	bias	as	put	forward	by	Herman	&	Chomsky	which	is	relevant	to	the	case	of	the	ghetto	articles.	In	the	original	statement	anti-communism	is	mentioned	as	one	of	the	five	filters	of	media	bias.	This	was	later	edited	to	include	war	on	terror	(Noam	Chomsky,	Media	Control,	the	Spectacular	Achievements	of	Propaganda	(1997))	but	generally	 implies	a	mechanism	of	 control	based	on	mass	 fear.	 In	 the	Danish	 context,	 the	 fear	of	 Islam,	or	islamophobia,	as	well	as	anti-immigration	can	be	argued	to	be	major	topics	within	the	Danish	media		(http://www.ces.uc.pt/projectos/tolerace/media/Working%20paper%205/Analysis%20of%20Danish%20Media%20setting%20and%20framing%20of%20Muslims%20Isla
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m%20and%20racism.pdf),	and	as	such	a	topic	which	controlled	the	fear	of	the	masses.	According	 to	 Herman	 &	 Chomsky	 they	 are	 manufactured	 in	 the	 sense	 that	 the	 topic	itself	is	filtered	from	a	host	of	other	topics	on	the	basis	of	relevance	for	the	ruling	elite	and	powerful	financial	institutes	which	own	the	media	outlets,	and	which	have	a	stake	in	political	policy.		In	other	words,	the	ruling	coalition	steers	the	reports	and	topics	of	the	media	outlets	in	order	 to	 push	 through	 policies.	 This	 phenomenon	 had	 already	 been	 indicated	 by	McComb	&	Shaw	in	1972	whereby	a	correlation	was	shown	between	political	agendas	and	media	tipics	and	reports.	McComb	&	Dearing	identified	on	closer	 inspection	three	types	 of	 agenda	 setting,	 i.e.	 public	 agenda	 setting,	 media	 agenda	 setting	 and	 policy	agenda	 setting	 (Rogers,	 E;	 Dearing	 J(1988).”Agenda-setting	 research:	 Where	 has	 it	 been,	where	is	it	going?”,	Communication	Yearbook	11:	555-594).	Agenda	setting	in	broad	terms	is	understood	as	the	creation	of	public	awareness	on	salient	 topics.	With	respects	 to	the	Danish	ghetto	coverage,	and	their	verbatim	reflection	of	the	political	debate,	this	thesis	argues	that	the	agenda	that	was	set	was	a	political	one.		By	 2010,	 and	 after	 four	 years	 of	 right	wing	 rule,	 and	 arguably	 already	 30	 years	 of	 a	marked	 shift	 to	 the	 right	with	 respects	 to	 politics,	 there	 had	 equally	 already	 been	 an	equal	amount	of	years	 right	wing	 topics	within	 the	media,	 and	 it	 came	as	no	surprise	that	even	with	the	transition	to	the	social	democrats,	right	wing	policies	would	continue	to	be	implemented	including	the	ghetto	plan.		It	is	very	much	a	cat	and	mouse	game,	or	more	to	the	point	a	case	of	the	chicken	and	the	egg	 dilemma,	 to	 identify	 if	 racism	 determined	 public	 /	 political	 policy	 or	 if	 public	/political	 policy	 is	 inducing	 racism.	 From	 a	 Foucauldian	 perspective	 racism,	 or	 to	 be	more	precise	state	racism	dictates	political	and	public	policy,	and	their	relationship	 is	one	of	master	 and	 servant.	 For	Foucault	 racism	drives	 all	mechanisms	 in	 the	modern	world	 (Society	Must	be	Defended)	and	regulates	as	such	sections	of	 the	population	with	respects	 to	 size	 or	 even	 existence.	 By	 omitting	more	 critical	 articles	within	 Politiken	with	 respects	 to	 the	 ghetto	 topic,	 which	 can	 be	 said	 to	 have	 been	 representative	 for	equally	 all	 the	 newspapers	 and	 media	 outlets	 as	 covered	 by	 Wren	 in	 her	 studies	(Something	Rotten	in	Denmark),	a	well-organized	process	is	at	work	to	regulate	opinion.		
	 65	
When	one	 couples	 this	with	 the	 increased	 and	 sustained	 racial	 stigmatization	 against	residents	of	listed	ghetto	areas,	which	in	itself	is	a	process	regulated	by	the	government,	and	which	can	be	seen	to	be	reflected	within	media	coverage,	it	is	essentially	identical	to	what	Foucault	would	call	a	biopolitical	(Macey,2003	p.	247-249)	technology	of	power,	the	latter	of	which	is	regulating	a	´deviant´	section	of	society	through	all	channels	including	politics	 and	media	 i.e.	 the	 dispositif.	 By	 allowing	 ethnic	 bias,	 racial	 slurs	 and	 racism	within	the	media	in	an	unchallenged	way,	the	media	become	a	keypoint	in	reinforcing	a	perceived	 utopia	 (Miskowiec,	 1984,p.4),	 and	 as	 such	 justifying	 the	 elimination	 of	 its	´deviants´.	 As	 an	 outcome	 it	 delegates	 its	 members	 into	 several	 heterotopic	 spaces,	including	 one	 for	 those	 considered	deviant	 from	 the	 norm.	The	Danish	media,	 in	 this	case	 Politiken,	 and	 in	 Wren´s	 case	 Jyllandsposten	 etc.	 serves	 as	 a	 platform	 to	 shape	opinion,	and	manufacture	general	consent	with	respects	to	ethnicity.	By	sustained	and	focussed	 articles	 that	 portray	 non-ethnic	 Danes	 and	 immigrants	 in	 the	 same	 light	 as	crime,	unemployment,	bad	neighbourhoods	or	ghettoes,	and	by	tying	this	into	the	anti-Islamic	 	 rhetoric	 ,	 which	 this	 thesis	 will	 not	 go	 into,	 the	 general	 anti-immigration	atmosphere	is	kept	alive.	Moreover,	it	reinforces	and	legitimizes	political	policy,	even	in	the	 extreme	 cases,	 aimed	 at	 regulating	 those	 considered	 deviant	 in	 the	 Danish	perception	 of	 a	 utopian	 society	 (Miskowiec,1984,	 p.4;	Wacquant,	 2008,	 p.170).	 The	 same	process	can	be	seen	throughout	history,	such	as	the	Nazi	propaganda	machinery	which	used	every	media	outlet	possible	 to	 stigmatize	 their	 Jewish	population	as	un-German.	To	 be	 able	 to	 normalize	 anti-semitic	 sentiment	 in	 German	 society	 at	 large,	 it	 used	 in	effect	 the	 same	 arguments	 which	 are	 laid	 at	 the	 feet	 of	 non-ethnic	 Danes	 and	immigrants	 i.e.	 that	 Jewish	 men	 were	 sexual	 offenders,	 criminals,	 and	 wretched	untrustworthy	ghetto	dwellers,	and	as	such	´un-German´.	In	the	case	of	Nazi	Germany,	the	Foucauldian	perspective	of	not	 ´letting	 live´	 logically	culminated	in	genocide,	mass	rape	and	mass	murder.	In	the	Danish	case	it	is	to	be	predicted	that	with	sustained	media	and	political	focus,	not	´letting	live´	on	the	basis	of	ethnicity	will	equally	produce	some	form	of	elimination	(McCombs,2004,	p.68),	yet	how	far	this	will	go	is	an	estimated	guess	at	this	point.					Political	policy	with	respects	to	especially	the	ghettoes	is	a	logical	extension	of	a	greater	mechanism	of	controlling	a	part	of	a	population	(into	extinction).	The	media	coverage	is	equally	a	logical	part	of	this	process.	By	normalizing	the	view	that	crime,	ghettoes	and	
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ethnicity	 are	 basically	 three	 sides	 of	 the	 same	 thing,	 the	 stigmatization	manufactures	the	 consent	 to	 direct	 hostile	 policies	 towards	 the	 perceived	 deviating	 sections	 of	 the	population,	 i.e.	 the	 unwanted	 and	 unwelcome	 foreigners	 and	 Muslims.	 The	 stigma	allows	for	action,	which	in	itself	reinforces	the	stigma	in	a	positive	feedback	loop.	The	entire	 Foucauldian	 mechanism	 does	 not	 only	 apply	 to	 those	 who	 take	 aim	 at	 ethnic	minorities,	it	equally	applies	to	those	who	are	stigmatized.	In	other	words,	it	can	equally	be	 found	 that	victims	of	 the	 racial	 stigma	and	bias	will	 agree	with	 the	bias	 (McCombs,	2004,	p.117),	(Wacqaunt,2008,	p.139),	and	will	agree	to	what	the	media	publishes	even	if	it	portrays	 them	 in	 a	 very	 bad	 and	 dangerous	 light.	 This	 latter	 effect	 is	 evident	 in	 the	fieldwork	which	was	conducted	at	Aldersrogade,	which	was	placed	on	the	ghetto	list	of	2010.	Interviews		The	 essence	 of	 the	 previous	 chapters	 is	 that	 an	 argument	 can	made	 that	 racism	 and	ethnic	bias	and	their	application	to	the	term	ghetto	is	an	important	step	in	the	process	of	 eliminating	 those	 considered	deviant	 from	society,	 and	 that	 the	media	 is	 used	as	 a	tool	for	this	socio-political	end.	The	term	elimination	should	be	viewed	in	a	Foucauldian	light,	and	seen	more	as	a	process	of	not	´letting	live´	by	regulating	and	withholding	basic	human	needs	to	be	able	to	propagate	as	a	group	in	society.	These	include	employment,	healthcare,	sanitation,	safety	and	legal	rights	and	protection	to	name	but	a	few.	Within	this	mechanism	media	outlets	play	a	 crucial	 role	as	 they	can	 form	opinion.	Of	greater	importance	 however	 is	 that	 these	 media	 outlets	 control	 topics	 and	 contents,	 and	manufacture	 consent	 in	 a	 calculated	 way.	 In	 the	 case	 of	 Denmark	 they	 manufacture	consent	 for	 the	political	elite	and	their	proposed	policies,	which	 in	this	case	are	racist	and	ethnically	biased.		There	has	been	sporadic	criticism	of	the	ghetto	plan	and	the	ghetto	list,	yet	there	is	not	much	media	attention	for	these	reports.	There	is	however	an	interesting	question	which	relates	 to	 the	 inhabitants	 of	 the	 targeted	 areas.	 In	 other	 words,	 how	 do	 the	 local	inhabitants	 of	 officially	 designated	 ghettoes	 feel.	 As	 will	 be	 clear	 from	 the	 following	some	 responses	 are	 surprising,	 but	 overall	 they	 are	 predictable.	 The	 fieldwork	 took	place	in	Aldersrogade,	Copenhagen,	which	was	first	put	on	the	ghetto	list	in	2010.	
	 67	
The	 street	 itself	 is	 relatively	 short	 and	 is	 aligned	 on	 both	 sides	 by	 multi	 storied	apartments.	The	street	is	fairly	wide	and	none	of	the	flats	are	located	close	to	the	street,	but	at	quite	some	distance	from	the	edge	itself.	For	cars	this	street	is	a	dead	end	on	one	side,	 which	 has	 a	 turning	 point	 at	 the	 end	 of	 it.	 It	 is	 however	 open	 to	 cyclists	 and	pedestrians.	One	of	the	only	buildings	close	to	the	road	is	a	kindergarten	which	serves	the	local	area.	The	street	effectively	divided	two	types	of	apartment	blocks,	which	were	each	about	 eight	 stories	high.	On	one	 side	were	newly	built	modern	 flats	which	were	spaciously	designed	and	 included	ample	walking	 space	 in	 the	 foyers	 and	 the	 elevator	section.	The	windows	were	bigger	and	the	whole	was	well	maintained.	There	were	no	balconies	 on	 the	 street	 side,	 but	 probably	 towards	 the	 back	 side	 facing	 the	 common	green	 area	 of	 the	 particular	 flat	 complex	 in	 question.	 On	 the	 other	 side	 were	 old	apartment	 blocks	 which	 had	 smaller	 entrances,	 and	 were	 generally	 darker.	 The	windows	were	 small,	 and	 there	was	not	much	 room	 in	 the	 aisles.	 The	 side	 facing	 the	road	had	small	balconies,	and	the	building	as	a	whole	 looked	visibly	old.	The	building	looked	slightly	run	down	and	minimally	maintained,	though	not	neglected.	Whereas	the	new	building	had	no	vegetation	or	shrubs	growing	in	front	of	it,	there	was	a	lot	of	dense	shrubs	 growing	 in	 front	 of	 the	 older	 flats,	 most	 likely	 to	 give	 the	 inhabitants	 on	 the	ground	floor	privacy	around	their	small	gardens.		From	the	location	of	the	balconies	on	the	old	flats	it	is	assumed	that	we	were	looking	at	the	back	of	the	building	even	though	it	was	designated	as	Aldersrogade.	On	both	sides	the	spaces	and	green	areas	leading	up	to	the	 flats	 was	 well	 kept	 and	 there	 was	 no	 sign	 of	 destruction,	 graffiti	 or	 rubbish	anywhere.	There	were	visible	 results	of	 the	ghetto	plan	and	 the	policies	 relating	 to	 it.	Located	at	various	corners	of	the	buildings	were	new	surveillance	cameras	which	were	directed	towards	the	common	areas	and	the	street,	as	well	as	all	entrances	of	the	flats.		The	 stark	 difference	 in	 quality	 of	 housing	 however	 was	 not	 the	 only	 contrast	 in	Aldersrogade.	 One	 of	more	 interesting	 and	 obvious	 characteristics,	 and	 one	which	 is	most	 relevant	 to	 our	 topic,	was	 the	 fact	 that	 by	 far	most	 inhabitants	 of	 the	 new	 flats	were	 ethnically	 Danish,	 whereas	 most	 inhabitants	 in	 the	 old	 dwelling	 were	 of	 non-ethnic	 Danish	 origin.	 Of	 the	 two	 new	 flats	 surveyed	 for	 instance,	 only	 2	 names	 in	 all	appeared	 to	 be	 non-ethnical	 Danish.	 This	 seemed	 to	 be	 reversed	 in	 the	 old	 blocks,	where	 of	 all	 the	 residents,	 one	 family	 name	 seemed	 to	 indicate	 they	were	 ethnically	Danish.	 Both	 aspects	 i.e.	 the	 difference	 between	 housing	 and	 the	 ethnicity	 of	 the	
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inhabitants	 of	 each	 side	 of	 the	 street	 are	 important	 factors	 in	 understanding	 the	situation	at	Aldersrogade.		The	 ghetto	 plan	 is	 still	 in	 effect,	 and	 although	 the	 precise	 points	 within	 the	 debate	change,	the	three	defining	points	as	set	up	by	the	ghetto	plan	and	as	put	forward	in	the	official	 description	 remain	 constant.	 As	 such	 a	 ghetto	 is	 basically	 defined	 as	 a	neighbourhood	in	which	at	least	two	of	the	following	three	characteristics	apply:	a	more	than	50%	rate	of	non-ethnical	Danes	regardless	of	income,	a	2.7	%	crime	rate	which	is	a	third	 of	 the	 rate	 considered	 typical	 for	 a	 ghetto	 in	 the	 United	 states,	 and	 an	 average	exceeding	 40%	 with	 respects	 to	 minimal	 or	 no	 education	 and	 employment.	 The	interviews	however	will	focus	on	the	picture	of	ghettoes	as	set	forth	by	the	publications	in	the	newspapers	and	media.	As	such	it	will	focus	on	elements	such	as	ethnicity,	safety,	immigrant	gangs,	 gang	 related	 crime,	parallel	 society	 to	name	but	a	 few.	 In	 short,	 the	interview	hopes	to	get	a	picture	of	how	the	inhabitants	of	these	designated	ghettoes	see	themselves	and	why	or	why	not.	As	 stated	 earlier	 the	 set-up	 of	 the	 interview	was	 open	 enough	 to	 let	 the	 respondents	decide	 how	 to	 answer	 the	 question,	 but	 focussed	 enough	 to	 stay	 within	 the	 general	theme.	To	avoid	long	interview	sessions,	and	to	be	able	to	include	as	many	interviews	as	possible	for	analysis,	the	interview	was	limited	to	three	questions:	1)	 The	government	calls	this	area	a	ghetto,	do	you	agree?	2)	 Do	you	feel	safe	with	the	cameras	everywhere?	Why/why	not?	3)	 Do	you	want	to	move	if	you	had	the	option?	Why/why	not?	Do	you	feel	you	live	in	a	ghetto?	It	became	apparent	that	many	respondents	had	surprising	things	to	say.	In	many	cases	respondents	were	allowed	to	deviate	from	the	question	if	we	felt	it	was	relevant	for	the	case.	The	logic	behind	this	reasoning	was	to	allow	space	to	find	out	what	the	important	factors	were	for	the	respondents	with	respects	to	the	topic.	In	most	cases	we	asked	why	a	person	felt	 in	a	certain	way,	 for	example	why	they	would	 feel	 it	was	not	a	ghetto	or	that	it	was	a	ghetto,	or	why	they	would	feel	safe	or	why	not.	This	allowed	us	to	equally	determine	what	a	ghetto	meant	for	the	local	population	from	a	semantic	point	of	view,	
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which	made	it	possible	to	cross	reference	this	with	the	semantic	meaning	of	ghetto	as	described	by	the	popular	media.	The	 choice	 of	 respondents	 was	 equally	 monitored.	 We	 aimed	 to	 get	 an	 equal	distribution	with	respects	to	age,	ethnicity	and	gender	to	be	able	to	make	a	more	precise	conclusion	of	the	survey.	The	survey	was	harder	to	complete	than	expected,	despite	the	fact	that	it	was	kept	to	three	quick	short	questions.	Most	residence	were	not	home,	and	there	were	very	few	on	the	streets	walking	by.					The	first	question,	i.e.	that	of	whether	or	not	the	respondents	feel	they	live	in	a	ghetto,	generally	 gave	 the	 same	 types	 responses	 which	 is	 characterized	 by	 two	 female	correspondents	in	the	25	to	40	age	group.				A)	 Not	really,	no.	 	 	 	 52%	B)	 Yes	 	 	 	 	 29%	C)	 No	opinion	or	do	not	know	 	 19%	Of	the	respondents	only	29%	felt	they	lived	in	a	ghetto.	The	vast	majority	did	not	agree	with	 the	 statement	 that	 their	 neighbourhood	 was	 a	 ghetto,	 and	 just	 over	 half	 the	respondents	felt	they	did	not	live	in	a	ghetto.	A	noticeable	correlation	was	the	ethnicity	of	 the	 respondents	 and	 their	 answers.	 Most	 of	 the	 respondents	 who	 felt	 their	neighbourhood	was	a	ghetto	were	of	non-ethnical	Danish	back	ground,	whereas	most	if	not	all	of	the	respondents	who	felt	they	did	not	live	in	a	ghetto	were	ethnically	Danish.		A	possible	explanation	relates	to	the	second	question.	The	 second	question	 relates	 to	 safety,	 i.e.	whether	or	not	 the	 respondents	 feel	 safe	 in	their	area.	The	following	answer	was	given	by	the	two	earlier	female	respondents	which	again	was	typical	for	the	whole	batch:	A)	 I	feel	it	is	a	bit	too	much,	but	I	have	never	had	any	problems.	Yes,	I	feel	quite	
safe	here.	B)	 Yes,…	 it	 is	 especially	 scary	during	 the	night	because	of	 the	noise.	There	are	
many	loud	boys	talking	and	screaming.	
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As	could	be	expected	all	the	respondents	who	felt	they	did	not	live	in	a	ghetto	equally	felt	safe	in	the	area,	whereas	respondents	who	felt	they	lived	in	a	ghetto	did	not	feel	safe	in	the	area.	To	this	should	be	added	that	a	lot	of	those	who	did	not	have	an	opinion	of	whether	or	not	they	lived	in	a	ghetto	did	however	not	feel	safe	in	their	neighbourhood.		Those	 respondents	 who	 did	 not	 feel	 safe	 were	 asked	 to	 explain	why	 and	 the	 typical	answer	was	generally	reflected	in	the	following	two	explanations:		A)	 	I	cannot	sleep	at	night	because	of	the	noise,	they	(the	boys)	play	football	and	
race	their	scooters,…	and	they	are	loud.	The	cameras…..only	take	pictures.		 	
	B)	 Yes,	 because	 it	 is	 scary	 especially	 at	 night	 because	 of	 the	 noise.	 There	 are	
many	young	boys	who	talk	and	scream.	The	typical	complaint	usually	related	to	noise	and	the	nuisance	created	by	loud	young	males	 on	 the	 street	 who	 played	 football	 or	 raced	 their	 scooters	 up	 and	 down.	 It	 is	noticeable	 that	hardly	anybody	related	 the	 feeling	of	 safety	 to	gun	crime,	knife	 crime,	gang	 crime	 or	 drug	 trafficking,	 which	 is	 one	 of	 the	 three	 pillars	 of	 the	 government´s	official	description	of	a	ghetto.	Of	all	 the	respondents	only	 two	mentioned	gun-,	drug-	and	 gang	 crime	 in	 their	 replies.	 Their	 responses	 however	 equally	 mention	 that	 the	source	of	 these	problems	were	not	related	to	 the	neighbourhood,	or	 that	 they	did	not	stem	from	their	particular	building:	Gangs	such	as	the	‘Brothers’,	would	hide	their	guns	in	the	kids	sandpits	around	here.	To	be	honest	I	have	no	idea	where	the	gangs	are	actually	from,	but	they	appear	all	the	time	everywhere.	 It	 is	 not	 the	 local	 kids	 that	make	 up	 the	 gangs	 and	make	 the	 place	 feel	insecure,	because	most	families	on	this	side	(of	the	street)	have	children	who	move	out	once	they	grow	up.	It	is	the	boys	from	the	surrounding	streets	that	come	and	hang	out	in	our	 street,	 most	 likely	 from	 Mjølnerparken,	 which	 is	 no	 more	 than	 3	 or	 5	 minutes	distance	from	here.	I	often	sit	here	in	the	backyard	with	my	children	and	see	young	guys	I	never	seen	before.	They	sit	on	their	bikes	and	scooters	and	make	all	this	noise.	
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This	 type	of	 response	was	equally	 typical	 for	almost	all	 explanations	of	 the	 loud	boys	and	their	loud	games	and	races	on	the	street:	
It	 is	sort	of	not	safe	to	live	here.	There	are	fights,	and	guys	and	gangs	hang	around	here	
and		
There	is	arson.	It	is	not	that	good,	but	it	does	not	come	from	this	side	of	the	street.	We	are	
just	about	the	only	foreigners	living	on	this	side….	It	(the	trouble)	might	be	coming	from	
the	residents	from	the	other	side	or	from	Mjølnerparken.	Both	replies	mention	 the	source	of	 the	problems	as	coming	 from	a	neighbouring	area	called	Mjølnerparken,	which	 like	 Aldersrogade	 has	 been	 placed	 on	 the	 official	 ghetto	list.	 The	 youths	 that	 cause	 the	 noisy	 nuisance	 were	 said	 to	 be	 living	 in	 other	neighbourhoods	 and	 not	 in	 Aldersrogade,	 and	 that	 this	 equally	 counted	 for	 the	more	serious	criminals	of	the	past	which	frequently	hung	around	the	street.	With	respects	to	blaming	other	buildings	within	the	neighbourhood,	there	was	usually	finger	pointing	to	the	other	 side	of	 the	 street	or	 an	opposite	building,	which	 is	 clear	 from	 the	 following	two	statements:	
There	are	always	petty	arson	incidents,	it	is	fairly	bad	in	this	area.	It	is	not	safe	at	all	and	
that	is	why	I	would	never	live	here.	I	only	come	here	on	occasions	to	visit	my	mum.	I	am	not	
sure	there	are	cameras,	oh	wait….yes	I	see	there	are,	but	not	on	this	end	of	the	street.	Our	
end	is	calmer	and	nicer	than	on	the	other	side	of	the	street.	Everyone	on	this	side	knows	
that	 those	 on	 the	 other	 side	 are	 connected	 to	 the	 gangs	which	 hang	 around	 the	 street.	
Me?.....I	 am	 28	 years	 old,	 	 the	 trouble	 makers	 are	 the	 younger	 boys	 from	 after	 my	
generation.	 They	 vandalise	 a	 lot	 with	 their	 scooter	 racing.	 It	 is	 them	 who	 are	 the	
dangerous	ones.		 	
It	 is	sort	of	not	safe	to	live	here.	There	are	fights,	and	guys	and	gangs	hang	around	here	
and	There	is	arson.	It	is	not	that	good,	but	it	does	not	come	from	this	side	of	the	street.	We	
are	 just	 about	 the	only	 foreigners	 living	on	 this	 side….	 It	 (the	 trouble)	might	be	 coming	
from	the	residents	from	the	other	side	or	from	Mjølnerparken.	In	general	all	residents	who	felt	unsafe	had	the	tendency	to	blame	either	other	blocks	or	other	neighbourhoods	for	the	problems.	In	all	however,	it	was	still	a	minority	of	under	40	%	that	 felt	not	safe	 in	 the	area,	and	 the	usual	complaint	was	noise	and	noisy	male	
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youths	playing	 loud	games	on	the	street.	Safety	as	such	was	rarely	related	to	gun	and	drug	violence.	An	additional	point	 respondents	were	asked	 to	 comment	on	was	with	 respects	 to	 the	security	 cameras	 and	 the	 additional	 surveillance.	 The	 cameras	were	mounted	 on	 the	corners	of	most	buildings,	and	equally	mounted	at	all	the	entrances	of	each	of	the	main	apartment	 blocks.	 As	 such	 there	 was	 at	 least	 in	 theory	 round	 the	 clock	 video	surveillance	 of	 the	 entire	 area	 outside	 the	 living	 compartments,	 including	 the	 street.	Unlike	 the	 previous	 questions,	 of	 which	 the	 local	 residents	 had	 more	 of	 an	understanding,	the	issue	of	the	camera	surveillance	gave	a	very	mixed	response.	Overall	however,	 46%	of	 the	 respondents	were	 not	 positive	 about	 the	 surveillance.	 This	was	twice	the	amount	of	respondents	which	responded	in	a	positive	way,	the	latter	of	which	stood	at	23%.		The	remaining	31%	had	no	comments	or	no	opinion	on	the	matter,	and	seemed	 to	 not	 care	 whether	 or	 not	 the	 neighbourhood	 was	 constantly	 under	surveillance.	 	The	 responses	however	were	 in	all	 fairly	 critical,	 and	 there	was	neither	any	kind	of	absolute	appraisal	for	the	cameras,	nor	was	there	any	absolute	dismissal.	It	was	in	short	a	very	critical	´yes´	or	´no´	for	by	far	most	respondents.		Despite	the	mixed	nature	of	the	replies,	and	regardless	of	whether	it	was	a	positive	or	negative	response,	a	common	and	recurring	view	across	the	board	related	to	whether	or	not	the	cameras	actually	worked,	or	whether	or	not	they	were	actually	switched	on.	This	is	clearly	shown	in	the	following	few	replies:	
”Yes	 I	 feel	 safe,	 but	 with	 respects	 to	 the	 cameras	 we	 are	 not	 sure	 if	 they	 are	 actually	
working.	We	pay	a	lot	for	them	...”		 	
“I	 feel	 too	safe	 in	 this	area.	The	cameras	should	be	 taken	away,	 they	do	not	even	work.”	
	 	
	“I	do	not	think	the	cameras	are	working,	they	function	more	as	a	deterrent,	to	warn	and	
scare	people.	I	am	not	afraid	living	here,	I	feel	safe.”	 		There	was	 equally	 another	 recurring	 response	which	 questioned	whether	 or	 not	 the	constant	 surveillance,	 or	 surveillance	 in	 general	 was	 an	 exaggerated	 reaction.	 This	related	to	both	the	cameras	as	a	whole,	or	the	amount	of	cameras	placed:	
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“I	think	it	 is	a	bit	too	much…	but	I	have	not	had	problems	at	all.	 	 I	 feel	safe.	But	it	 is	too	
much	with	the	cameras.	I	agree	that	the	police	should	be	able	to	just	come	even	without	
any	real	reason.”		 	
“I	 feel	 the	 cameras	 are	 exaggerated	 because	 there	 are	 two	 in	 each	 of	 the	 apartments´	
stairway	 halls.	 Before	 you	 can	 enter	 an	 flat	 already	 ten	 other	 outdoor	 cameras	 have	
already	 spotted	 you.	 Already	 one	 camera	 should	 be	 fine	 for	 entering	 an	 apartment,	 not	
two	on	top	of	all	the	outside	cameras.	It	is	fine	to	use	cameras	but	so	many	is	too	much….”	Despite	 these	 elaborate	 explanations,	 there	were	 a	 few	 respondents	who	were	 fairly	short	in	their	replies.	The	following	respondent	was	not	happy	about	the	cameras:	
“The	cameras	do	not	help	at	all.”		 		The	following	respondent	was	very	positive	about	the	security	cameras,	and	is	as	short	in	her	explanation	as	the	previous	respondent:			 		“I	think	the	cameras	are	good,	it	makes	me	feel	safe	here.”		 	Here	is	another	example	of	a	positive	response:	 		 	 	
“I	think	the	cameras	should	stay.	It	helps	create	a	safer	setting	for	the	residents	and	they	
do	work.”			As	 stated	 earlier	 there	 usually	 was	 not	 a	 resounding	 approval	 or	 dismissal	 with	respects	 to	 the	 placement	 of	 the	 surveillance	 cameras.	 In	 some	 cases	 the	 presence	 of	cameras	was	deemed	unnecessary,	yet	 it	would	still	provide	a	 feeling	of	safety	 for	the	respondents.	The	following	two	replies	are	an	example	of	this:		“No,	but	the	cameras	help	me	feel	safer.”		 	and	
“No,	but	the	cameras	add	to	a	sense	of	safety.”	 	Although	 the	 responses	 were	 fairly	 mixed,	 there	 was	 however	 a	 marked	 difference	based	on	gender	relating	to	especially	the	issue	on	security	and	camera	surveillance	in	the	 neighbourhood.	 A	 disproportionate	 amount	 of	 respondents	who	 felt	 the	 cameras	provided	security	were	women,	regardless	if	they	thought	they	were	necessary	or	not.	
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This	was	 the	 same	 across	 the	 entire	 range	 of	 age	 groups.	 There	was	 a	 stark	 contrast	among	 the	male	respondents,	by	 far	most	of	whom	did	not	 feel	 the	cameras	provided	more	security.	As	such	most	males	tended	to	assume	the	cameras	were	either	not	used,	were	either	broken	and	were	in	most	cases	unnecessary	and	even	unwanted.	There	 were	 several	 objectives	 with	 the	 questionnaire,	 which	 did	 not	 only	 relate	 to	whether	 or	 not	 local	 inhabitants	 felt	 they	 lived	 in	 a	 ghetto,	 whether	 or	 not	 they	 felt	secure	etc.	One	of	the	overall	aims	was	to	try	and	ascertain	what	the	inhabitants	thought	was	a	ghetto	through	the	analysis	of	their	answers.		The	central	question	was	whether	or	not	the	local	inhabitants	thought	that	ethnicity	was	relevant	to	an	area	being	a	ghetto,	and	 if	 so	 how.	 The	 questionnaire	 made	 no	mention	 of	 ethnicity,	 so	 it	 was	 up	 to	 the	respondents	 to	 make	 the	 connection	 or	 not.	 In	 short	 we	 wanted	 to	 see	 if	 the	 local	inhabitants	 would	 point	 out	 the	 question	 of	 ethnicity	 to	 us,	 in	 which	 case	we	would	equally	 know	 that	 it	 was	 indeed	 part	 of	 the	 semantic	 make-up	 of	 the	 term	 ghetto.	Throughout	 the	 interviews	 a	 third	 of	 the	 respondents	 indeed	mentioned	 ethnicity	 as	part	of	 their	response.	This	was	not	 in	relation	to	any	specific	question,	and	appeared	random	and	at	intervals	for	all	three	questions	posed.		Of	 the	39	respondents	13	 included	ethnicity	as	part	of	 their	response,	sometimes	also	indicating	 the	 ethnicity	 of	 the	 local	 inhabitants.	 Seven	 of	 the	 thirteen	 respondents	directly	mentioned	ethnicity,	or	more	precisely	the	presence	of	non-ethnic	Danes,	as	a	problem.	 As	 with	 the	 responses	 relating	 to	 the	 question	 of	 safety	 and	 camera	surveillance,	there	was	an	interesting	pattern	between	the	ethnicity	of	the	respondents	and	their	views	of	 the	relevance	of	ethnicity	 to	 the	question	of	safety	and	ghettoes.	 In	effect	 most	 of	 the	 respondents	 who	 related	 the	 problems	 of	 the	 neighbourhood	 in	 a	negative	 way	 to	 specifically	 non-ethnic	 Danes	 were	 themselves	 of	 non-ethnic	 Danish	origin.	 This	 surprising	 correlation	 was	 equally	 visible	 from	 the	 question	 relating	 to	whether	 or	 not	 the	 respondent	 felt	 he	 or	 she	 was	 living	 in	 a	 ghetto.	 Most	 of	 the	respondents	who	felt	they	lived	in	a	ghetto	were	equally	of	non-ethnic	Danes	origin.	The	answers	mostly	tied	in	with	the	final	question	on	the	questionnaire	i.e.	the	question	of	whether	or	not	they	would	move	if	they	had	the	opportunity.	
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The	 term	 ethnic	 background	 often	 came	 out	 as	 an	 indirect	 addition	 within	 the	explanation,	and	in	a	lot	cases	was	more	of	a	Freudian	slip	than	anything	else,	such	as	in	the	following	three	examples.	“Up	to	now	the	cameras	have	been	unnecessary,	but	good	things	should	be	protected	from	
external	bad	things.	Maybe	they	are	a	good	thing,	but	not	in	order	to	keep	a	watch	on	the	
local	inhabitants	with	another	ethnical	background.”			 			“I	find	it	hard	to	define	what	a	ghetto	is,	but	if	I	should	go	by	what	society	says	I	would	
have	to	say	yes.	The	only	difference	I	have	experienced	between	having	lived	in	Hvidovre	
and	living	in	Frederiksberg	are	the	mail	box	names“.		 	“Of	course,	I	have	small	kids,	I	have	no	choice.	The	main	reasons	are	that	the	apartments	
are	too	expensive,	also	there	is	too	much	noise	from	loud	people	and	scooters	every	day.	I	
would	 like	to	move	to	a	more	quiet	place,	but	not	because	of	 the	ethnicity	of	 the	 locals.”	 			One	response	directly	included	ethnicity	as	part	of	the	central	reason:	“I	want	 to	move	 to	another	place	where	 it	 is	more	quiet	 for	me	and	my	4	 year	old.	 She	
(daughter)	 should	 be	 raised	 in	 a	more	 balanced	 area,	 where	 the	 amount	 of	 Danes	 and	
people	with	an	 ethnical	 background	 is	 balanced.	There	are	more	 ethnical	 people	 in	 this	
neighbourhood	 which	 tips	 the	 balance,	 which	 I	 believe	 makes	 the	 child	 more	 out	 of	
harmony.”		There	are	a	number	of	points	which	are	revealed	in	the	interviews	which	relate	directly	to	 firstly	 the	ghetto	debate	and	 the	ghetto	plan,	and	secondly	 to	 the	 larger	effects	 the	government	policies	had	on	Danish	society	at	large.	With	respects	to	the	wider	effects,	it	is	 especially	 the	 problem	 of	 racism	 as	 argued	 by	 Wren	 which	 is	 most	 visible	 in	 the	ghetto.	The	street	itself	formed	an	invisible	yet	physical	barrier	between	ethnical	Danes	and	non-ethnical	Danes.	The	distance	between	the	new	 living	blocks	and	the	old	ones	was	almost	100	meters.	In	general	it	is	a	result	of	Foucault´s	biotechnological	power	in	action,	 in	 which	 the	 dispositif,	 or	 all	 channels	 of	 society,	 including	 science	 and	knowledge,	 are	 manipulated	 and	 used	 for	 the	 final	 goal	 of	 separation	 and	 passive	extermination.	In	the	case	of	Denmark	a	core	part	of	the	dispositif	is	racism,	or	perhaps	even	state	racism	as	argued	previously.	This	dispositif	allows	policies	to	be	steered	and	
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manipulated,	 and	 more	 to	 the	 point	 of	 this	 thesis	 it	 equally	 controls	 the	 media	 and	public	 opinion,	 and	 arguably	 controls	white	 flight	 and	 gentrification.	 Despite	 the	 fact	that	 the	 entire	 area	had	been	put	 on	 the	 ghetto	 list,	 and	 as	 such	had	been	branded	 a	ghetto,	 this	 dispositif	 i.e.	 racism	 still	 created	 a	 sharp	 line	 between	 those	 considered	unwanted	and	those	considered	part	of	society.		The	condition	of	the	flats	equally	were	a	sign	of	the	deeper	operations	of	Danish	society	as	it	continuously	tries	to	weed	out	undesired	elements	and	concentrate	these	into	one	spot.	 In	 this	 case	 by	 far	 most	 of	 the	 inhabitants	 of	 the	 new	 blocks	 were	 ethnically	Danish,	 whereas	 most	 in	 the	 older	 blocks	 had	 ethnically	 speaking	 a	 non-Danish	background.	 In	 effect	 and	 from	 a	 Foucauldian	 perspective,	 a	 ghetto	 had	 been	 created	within	 this	 official	 ghetto,	 something	 which	 was	 clear	 from	 the	 reactions	 of	 the	respondents.	Nearly	all	 the	 respondents	 living	 in	 the	new	blocks	did	not	 feel	 the	area	was	a	ghetto.	Although	only	a	minority	felt	they	lived	in	a	ghetto	area,	almost	all	of	these	respondents	 lived	 in	 the	 older	 blocks.	 This	 equally	 affected	 the	 sense	 of	 safety	 and	security	 which	 was	 felt	 by	 the	 inhabitants.	Whereas	 nearly	 all	 who	 lived	 in	 the	 new	blocks	felt	quite	safe,	those	who	did	not	feel	safe	equally	lived	in	the	old	apartments.		The	issue	of	safety	most	often	related	to	nuisance	and	noise	of	youths	hanging	around	on	the	streets,	racing	with	their	scooters	or	playing	football	on	the	street.	It	is	arguable	that	 the	 residents	of	 the	new	 flats	had	 less	of	 a	problem	with	noise	 than	 those	of	 the	older	 flats,	 particularly	 due	 to	 the	 quality	 of	 the	 building.	 The	 newer	 blocks	 have	superior	 windows	 and	 partition	 walls	 and	 floors,	 which	 are	 better	 insulated	 against	sound	 and	 thermally	 insulated	much	 better.	 The	 older	 flats	 are	 indeed	 not	 up	 to	 the	latest	 standards	with	 respects	 to	 sound	 insulation,	 and	 are	 this	much	more	 prone	 to	noise	coming	from	the	streets	as	well	as	noise	within	the	flats	themselves.	By	reducing	the	noise	it	is	arguable	that	the	fear	factor	is	reduced.	In	other	words,	those	in	the	newer	blocks	may	well	have	felt	safer	because	they	are	better	insulated	against	noise	nuisance	coming	 from	 the	 loud	 youths	 on	 the	 street.	 The	 inhabitants	 by	 contrast	 of	 the	 older	blocks	might	feel	more	unsafe	because	they	have	a	higher	level	of	noise	coming	in	from	the	loud	youths	on	the	street.	In	short,	 the	ethnic	bias	was	physically	visible	 in	Aldersrogade.	On	the	one	side	of	 the	street,	ethnic	Danes	lived	in	new	and	much	better	living	blocks.	They	were	equally	the	
	 77	
section	of	this	area	that	did	not	feel	the	area	was	a	ghetto.	On	the	other	side	of	the	street	lived	 non-ethnical	 Danes	 in	 older	 blocks	with	 poorer	 living	 conditions.	 A	 part	 of	 this	section	 felt	 they	 lived	 in	 a	 ghetto,	 and	 related	 this	 directly	 to	 the	 presence	 of	 non-ethnical	Danes.	Finally,	 a	 pattern	 that	 emerges	 when	 analysing	 who	 the	 inhabitants	 thought	 was	 to	blame	for	the	nuisance.	As	such,	when	the	Danish	inhabitants	 living	 in	the	new	blocks	talked	 about	 the	 noisy	 youths,	 they	 pointed	 to	 the	 older	 flats	 as	 the	 source	 of	 the	problem,	and	as	such	indicated	these	youths	belonged	to	the	ethnically	non-Danish	side	of	 the	 area.	 When	 the	 inhabitants	 of	 the	 older	 blocks	 were	 asked,	 i.e.	 the	 mostly	ethnically	 non-Danish	 side,	 they	 usually	 pointed	 to	 the	 neighbouring	 ghetto	 of	Mjølnerparken,	 which	 itself	 is	 again	 branded	 as	 an	 area	 run	 down	 due	 to	 the	 large	presence	of	non-ethnical	Danes	and	immigrants.		Critical	Analysis	The	 rhetoric	of	 ethnicity	 as	part	 of	 the	problem	with	 respects	 to	 ghettoes	 can	 said	 to	have	already	been	partially	normalised	within	Aldersrogade.	Most	 inhabitants	did	not	agree	that	their	neighbourhood	was	a	ghetto,	and	as	such	did	not	feel	it	belonged	on	any	ghetto	 list.	This	was	to	be	expected	given	the	fact	that	 if	 there	had	been	gun	and	drug	crime,	 it	 was	 relatively	 low,	 especially	 when	 compared	 to	 what	 is	 considered	 ghetto	levels	of	crime	in	other	countries	such	as	the	United	States.	The	sense	of	threat,	which	was	 not	 felt	 by	 most	 inhabitants,	 was	 related	 to	 noise	 nuisance	 from	 youths	 on	 the	street,	 and	 in	 some	 cases	 to	 the	 fact	 that	 these	 youths	 played	 with	 fire	 on	 some	occasions.		The	 view	 of	 ethnicity	 and	 ghetto	 on	 the	 other	 hand	 relates	 to	 the	 correlation	 of	 the	ghetto	 and	 ethnicity,	 and	 the	 relevance	 of	 the	 answers	 from	 the	 inhabitants	 is	 not	whether	or	not	 they	 felt	 their	 area	was	a	 ghetto,	 but	 from	 the	minority	who	 felt	 they	lived	 in	a	ghetto.	Their	answers	 indicated	that	ghetto	 in	 the	semantic	sense	related	to	ethnicity.	As	such	it	can	be	said	that	the	view	as	put	forward	by	the	media	had	indeed	taken	form	in	the	minds	of	in	this	case	the	local	inhabitants	of	Aldersrogade.	The	answers	however	equally	 show	 the	 strength	of	 the	debate	as	 it	played	out	 in	 the	media.	 The	 sustained	 focus	 on	 ethnicity,	 ghetto	 and	 crime	 was	 absorbed	 by	 all,	regardless	of	 one´s	 ethnic	background.	As	 such	 those	who	 complained	 they	 lived	 in	 a	
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ghetto,	 and	 whom	 subsequently	 equally	 related	 this	 to	 the	 presence	 of	 non-ethnic	Danes,	were	non-ethnic	Danes	themselves.				The	abovementioned	points	out	how	thorough	racism	is	as	a	regulating	force	in	society,	in	the	Foucauldian	sense.	It	works	through	all,	and	equally	its	targets,	as	it	separates	the	perceived	deviants	of	Denmark´s	utopian	society,	 and	 relegates	 them	 to	a	heterotopic	space	 where	 they	 slowly	 wither	 away.	 The	 new	 housing	 blocks	 versus	 the	 old	 are	 a	point	 in	 question.	 The	 attitude	 of	 those	 living	 in	 the	 newer	 blocks,	 their	 ethnic	background	and	their	perception	that	they	did	not	live	in	a	ghetto	are	another	point	in	question.		We	can	arguably	marry	Herman	&	Chomsky´s	theory	of	the	manufacture	of	consent	and	the	 five	 filters	 of	 editorial	 bias,	 McComb	 &	 Shaw´s	 theories	 on	 agenda	 setting,	 and	Foucault´s	theory	of	power,	racism	and	heterotopic	spaces	in	this	thesis	by	stating	that	the	 editorial	 bias	 as	well	 as	 the	 political	 agenda	 this	 sets	 is	 a	 natural	 outcome	 of	 the	regulating	nature	of	racism	within	Danish	society.	According	to	Foucault,	the	dispositif	facilitates	the	elimination	of	undesired	and	deviating	elements	as	perceived	by	society	at	 large.	 This	 would	 include	 that	 the	 Danish	 media	 outlets	 would	 have	 to	 edit	 their	reports	 in	such	a	way	as	to	support	the	efforts	of	 this	separation,	which	in	the	Danish	case	 means	 the	 separation	 of	 ethnic	 Danes	 from	 non-ethnic	 Danes,	 as	 well	 as	 the	separation	of	immigrants	and	Muslims	in	general.	This	form	of	editorial	bias	is	argued	to	be	the	same	as	Herman	&	Chomsky´s	fifth	bias	called	both	anti-communism	and	war	on	terror,	and	in	the	Danish	case	is	related	to	war	on	terror	and	islamophobia	in	the	sense	that	 the	 racism	 towards	non-ethnic	Danes	and	 immigrants	 is	usually	based	on	 fear	of	Islam.		The	articles	from	Politiken	clearly	show	this	trend	as	it	becomes	more	and	more	apt	in	marrying	non-ethnical	Danes,	be	it	through	skin	colour	or	religion,	or	simply	the	status	of	 immigrant,	 to	higher	violent	 crime	rates	and	run	down	neighbourhoods.	There	 is	a	noticeable	 absence,	 especially	 towards	 2010	 and	 after,	 of	 critical	 articles	 on	 topics	which	are	supported	by	EU	findings	and	other	research	such	as	the	studies	which	show	racist	 tendencies	 to	be	 the	 culprit	of	unemployment	and	 lack	of	 access	 to	housing	 for	non-ethnical	Danes,	and	that	in	effect	racism	in	Denmark	is	the	problem	when	it	comes	to	ghettoes,	and	not	the	ethnicity	of	those	it	targets	and	drives	into	the	ghettoes.	It	has	
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the	 overall	 effect	 of	 normalising	 the	 view	 that	 ghettoes,	 high	 crime	 and	 non-ethnic	Danes	are	semantically	linked,	or	even	the	same.		Conclusion	In	2010	the	right	wing	government	announced	wide	sweeping-	and	drastic	measures	to	what	 it	 perceived	was	 a	 rampant	 problem	of	 ghettoization	 and	 immigration.	As	 2010	was	 equally	 a	 year	 of	 general	 elections,	 the	 ghetto	 debate	 seems	 to	 have	 been	 a	 last	ditch	attempt	to	distract	the	public	from	otherwise	poor	achievements	of	the	previous	four	 years	 in	 which	 the	 ruling	 coalition	 seemed	 to	 have	 made	 little	 progress	 on	 a	number	of	issues.	Despite	the	win	of	the	social	democrats	in	the	following	elections,	and	as	such	a	move	to	the	left	on	the	political	spectrum,	the	ghetto	debate	and	its	inherent	racist	undertones	remained	a	point	of	policy	 in	 the	government.	There	was	a	populist	belief	 that	 ghettoes	 were	 a	 product	 of	 ethnicity,	 crime,	 low	 schooling	 and	unemployment,	and	that	they	were	a	growing	problem	that	needed	to	be	tackled.			Although	the	debate	and	proposed	policies	seemed	to	have	come	as	a	last	minute	item,	it	was	in	effect	merely	the	next	link	in	a	logical	chain	of	events	which	seemed	to	affect	Danish	society	at	large,	and	which	was	racist	in	its	workings.	Prior	to	these	events	there	had	already	been	a	rise	in	Islamophobia	and	a	general	anti-immigration	sentiment.	This	was	 more	 evident	 in	 the	 proposed	 ghetto	 plan,	 the	 latter	 of	 which	 sought	 to	 firstly	identify	 ghettoes,	 and	 secondly	 apply	 drastic	 measures	 to	 deal	 with	 their	 perceived	spread	and	problems.	As	such	 the	ghetto	plan	consisted	of	a	 three-point	classification	system	which	acted	as	a	benchmark,	and	which	was	applied	to	all	neighbourhoods	and	areas	that	had	more	than	10.000	inhabitants.	The	classification	system	in	itself	was	used	to	 identify	 ghettoes	which	were	 subsequently	put	 on	 a	 ghetto	 list,	 the	 latter	 of	which	formed	the	basis	for	which	areas	to	target	with	a	number	of	proposed	stringent	policies.	The	first	of	the	three	points	relates	to	ethnicity,	and	presupposes	that	ghettoes	are	areas	where	more	than	50%	on	the	local	inhabitants	are	of	non-ethnic	Danish	origin.	This	first	descriptive	 point	 introduces	 ethnicity	 as	 a	 crucial	 element	 of	 ghettoization.	 For	Denmark	 however	 it	 indicated	 equally	 a	 semantic	 shift	 for	 the	 term	 ghetto,	 which	originally	described	the	Jewish	quarters	of	a	town.	In	other	words,	the	assumption	that	Jews	 and	 ghettoes	were	 synonymous	was	now	 changed	 to	 one	which	 saw	non-ethnic	
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Danes	in	general	as	synonymous	with	ghettoes,	and	as	such	areas	with	predominately	non-ethnic	Danish	citizens.		The	two	remaining	points	as	put	forward	in	the	ghetto	plan,	that	of	gun-and	drug	crime	on	the	one	hand,	and	low	schooling	and	unemployment	on	the	other,	are	at	first	glance	well-argued	and	logical	points	in	the	debate.	Yet	when	we	look	at	the	criteria	for	crime	levels,	by	lowering	the	threshold	of	the	minimum	level	of	violent	crime	to	2.7	%,	which	is	 almost	 three	 times	 lower	 than	 for	 that	 of	 for	 example	 recognized	 ghettoes	 in	 the	United	States,	the	margins	between	what	we	consider	well-functioning	areas	and	what	the	 government	 considers	 ghettoes	 is	 fairly	 small.	 It	 is	 in	 other	 words	 easier	 for	neighbourhoods	 in	 Denmark	 to	 be	 officially	 defined	 as	 a	 ghetto	 than	 it	 is	 in	 other	countries.	By	introducing	ethnicity	as	an	important	element	for	ghettoization,	and	thus	mentioning	it	within	 the	 same	 context	 as	 crime,	 unemployment	 and	 lack	 of	 schooling,	 non-ethnic	Danes	have	been	semantically	linked	to	run	down	neighbourhoods,	high	crime	rates	and	low	 educated	 and	unemployed	 citizens.	 As	 such,	 neighbourhoods	 became	 stigmatized	on	the	basis	of	ethnicity.		The	effects	and	reasons	for	introducing	ethnicity	as	a	key	descriptive	element	for	crime	ridden	 areas,	 and	 subsequently	 lowering	 the	 threshold	 for	 violent	 crime	 in	 the	definition	of	troubled	areas,	resonates	with	Foucauldian	aspects	on	racism	and	society.	The	aim	of	 the	ghetto	plan	 is	not	 so	much	a	question	of	 targeting	 troubled	areas,	 but	more	 a	 question	 of	 marrying	 the	 notion	 of	 ethnicity	 as	 easy	 as	 possible	 to	 crime,	ignorance	and	degradation.	That	these	would	result	 in	a	ghetto	is	a	 logical	outcome	of	the	debate,	 and	does	not	necessarily	 represent	 sound	arguments	with	 respects	 to	 the	precise	criteria	of	each	point	of	the	ghetto	plan.	From	a	Foucauldian	aspect,	state-racism	is	the	driving	mechanism	and	determinant	of	action	within	society	at	large,	which	is	crucial	for	the	biopolitic	with	its	limited	ability	to	only	 indirectly	 eliminate.	 As	 such	 it	 allows	 the	 biopolitic	 as	 a	 technology	 of	 power	 to	directly	administer	death	to	a	section	of	a	population.	It	is	argued	in	this	thesis	as	being	responsible	for	creating	ghettoes	in	the	first	place,	which	fits	well	with	Foucault´s	notion	of	 heterotopic	 spaces,	 dispositif	 and	 biopolitic.	 By	 continuously	 trying	 to	 create	 a	perceived	utopia	in	the	biopolitical	sense,	the	entire	array	of	society´s	institutes	i.e.	the	
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dispositif,	 from	the	scientific	 field,	 including	debates	 in	 favour	of	Muslim	exclusion,	or	Muslim´s	 incompatibility	 with	 democracy	 and	 other	 populist	 debates,	 healthcare,	 to	political	institutes	and	media	work	together	and	create	several	heterotopic	spaces,	one	of	which	is	a	space	for	those	considered	showing	deviant	behaviour	from	the	perceived	norm	of	the	society	in	question.	This	thesis	argues	that	in	the	sense	of	Denmark,	these	deviants	 are	perceived	 as	non-ethnic	Danish	 citizens,	who	 are	denied	proper	housing	and	employment	and	whom	as	such	automatically	end	up	 in	 this	heterotopic	space	of	deviation,	which	in	effect	can	be	seen	as	ghettoes	as	such.		The	 point	 of	 the	 debate	 is	 thus	 not	 so	much	 the	 creation	 of	 solutions,	 but	 more	 the	public	 stigmatization	 of	 these	 areas,	 which	 after	 all	 are	 based	 on	 ethnicity,	 and	 the	passive	and	active	elimination	of	non-ethnic	Danes.	 	This	 is	poignantly	 clear	 from	 the	media	 response	 and	 coverage	 of	 the	 ghetto	 debate.	 Despite	 proper	 research	 on	ghettoism,	which	point	to	exclusion	as	a	prominent	factor,	the	media	in	general	failed	or	refused	to	report	on	the	impact	of	racism	in	Denmark	as	a	key	point	in	the	problems.	In	addition,	 the	media	 coverage	 slowly	 focussed	more	 and	more	on	 ethnicity	 and	 crime,	creating	in	effect	a	standard	of	how	ethnicity	was	linked	to	higher	crime	rates.	This	was	done	 uncritically	 as	 the	 reports	 generally	 left	 out	 the	 question	 of	 whether	 or	 not	lowering	 the	crime	rate	 threshold	skewed	 the	picture	of	what	exactly	a	ghetto	was	 in	Denmark,	or	how	bad	the	conditions	were	in	these	areas.				With	respects	to	the	media,	the	topic	and	coverage	was	carefully	chosen	and	edited.	In	general	it	reflected,	and	still	reflects,	the	consensus	of	the	political	elite	in	Denmark.	In	other	words,	 it	 seemed	 to	be	 a	manufacturing	of	 consent	 for	 the	political	 elite,	 in	 the	sense	of	Herman	&	Chomsky,	and	as	such	uses	fear	to	drive	political	policy.	In	extension	to	 this	 it	 promotes	 the	 political	 agenda	 of	 the	 ruling	 policies	 of	 the	 popular	 right	majority	 i.e.	 anti-immigration-	 and	 islamophobic	 policies,	 in	 the	 sense	 of	 McComb	 &	Shaw.	In	the	Danish	case	this	culminated	in	a	fear	of	non-ethnic	Danish	citizens.	The	fact	that	 the	 proposals	 for	 targeting	 non-ethnic	 Danish	 neighbourhoods	 came	 in	 2010,	 is	arguably	no	coincidence.	Since	the	1980´s	ethnicity	had	increasingly	become	the	target	of	political	and	media	attention,	which	had	moved	to	the	right	of	the	political	spectrum.	The	entire	process	worked	along	similar	lines	as	the	ghetto	debate	and	as	such	implied	carefully	 targeting	 and	 stigmatizing	 on	 the	 basis	 of	 ethnicity.	 The	media	 had	 already	carefully	crafted	a	negative	image	of	Muslims,	immigrants	and	foreigners	in	general,	and	
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carefully	 separated	 them	 from	 what	 was	 and	 still	 is	 perceived	 as	 Danishness.	 This	Danishness	is	amongst	others	based	on	religion	and	argued	through	the	numbers	in	the	registry	of	the	Danish	church.		In	 other	words	 the	media	 carefully	 created	 fear	 based	 on	 ethnicity	 for	 political	 ends,	again	 in	 the	 sense	 of	 Herman	 &	 Chomsky,	 which	 in	 turn	 set	 the	 long	 term	 political	agenda	 in	 the	sense	of	McComb	and	Shaw,	and	started	the	ostracization	of	sections	of	the	 population	 from	 employment	 and	 housing,	which	 created	 the	 perceived	 ghettoes.	The	 2010	 political	 proposals	 of	 the	 forceful	 tearing	 down	 of	 ghettoes,	 and	 increased	harsher	 punishments	 for	 their	 inhabitants,	 is	 the	 next	 logical	 step	 in	 the	 Foucauldian	sense.	As	such,	and	after	concentrating	Danish	society´s	deviants,	a	process	of	slow	and	passive	 elimination	 proceeded,	 whereby	 the	 targeted	 neighborhoods	 were	 denied	proper	 maintenance,	 security	 etc.	 Media	 as	 such	 was	 used	 to	 create	 fear	 based	 on	ethnicity,	and	to	manufacture	consent	for	political-	and	public	policies.				The	Foucauldian	aspects	of	racism,	power,	and	heterotopic	spaces,	relate	to	the	media	and	the	manufacture	of	consent	in	the	sense	of	Herman	&	Chomsky,	and	political	agenda	setting	 in	 a	 very	 specific	 way.	 In	 effect	 the	 media	 is	 subject	 to	 the	 biopolitc	 which	attempts	to	create	a	perceived	utopia.	The	media	is	a	cog	in	the	greater	wheel	which,	as	argued	 by	 Foucault,	 is	 steered	 by	 racism	 and	 ethnic	 bias.	 Its	 goal	 is	 to	 facilitate	 the	elimination	of	undesired	elements	of	society,	those	showing	deviant	behaviour,	and	as	such	the	media	creates	the	consensus	carefully	to	the	will	of	the	political	elite,	the	latter	of	which	themselves	are	subject	to	the	guiding	force	of	racism.		Aldersrogade	 is	 a	 point	 in	 question	 with	 respects	 to	 the	 abovementioned	 processes.	Even	as	the	entire	neighbourhood	had	been	designated	a	ghetto,	 the	separation	based	on	 ethnicity	 was	 a	marked	 distinction,	 and	 a	 clear	 indication	 that	 racism	 indeed	 ran	deep	 in	 Danish	 society	 and	 equally	 determined	 policies.	 The	 Foucauldian	 notion	 that	deviating	 sections	 of	 society	were	 subject	 to	 gradual	 elimination	 became	 apparent	 as	even	within	 the	ghetto,	 ethnical	Danes	were	 living	 in	much	better	housing,	 than	 their	non-ethnical	counterparts.,	who	lived	in	cramp,	noisy	apartments.		The	 final	 nail	 in	 the	 coffin	 for	 non-ethnic	 Danes	 is	 the	 harsh	 and	 cold	 fact	 that	 the	Foucauldian	dispositif,	 i.e.	 the	guiding	principle	which	 regulates	 society,	 is	ethnic	bias	
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and	racism.	This	dispositif	runs	through	all	sections	of	society	as	a	regulating	force,	and	steers	the	media	by	manufacturing	consent,	and	the	political	elite	as	part	of	the	process.	As	such	the	targets	themselves	are	equally	subject	to	its	influence,	which	became	clear	from	the	fact	that	of	those	who	viewed	Aldersrogade	as	a	ghetto,	all	were	of	non-ethnic	Danish	origin	and	all	put	this	down	to	the	presence	of	non-ethnic	Danes.	This	ability	to	manufacture	consent	with	respects	 to	 the	anti-immigration	and	 islamophobic	political	agenda	even	amongst	the	victims	is	a	testimony	to	the	power	of	the	media,	and	as	such	the	 potency	 of	 racism,	 the	 dispositif	 and	 the	 biopolitical	 technology	 of	 power	 as	 a	regulating,	eliminating	and	destructive	force	for	entire	sections	of	a	population.						
